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Merile H. Stevenson,
Augustus Paris,
Chester ' K. Orcutt,
Louis B. West,
Denzil R. Fowls,
Forest J. Ashwood,
George C. Buzby,
Augustus H, Fricke,
Edward M. Butler,
Thomas J. Caldwell,
Louis . McDonald,
George H. Towner, jr.,
Robert A. Cobban,
Stephen E. St. George,
Louis Cukela,
James M. Burns, jr.,
Emmons J. Robb,
Allan 8. Heaton,
Erwin F. Schaefer,
Daniel D, Thompson,
Wilbur Summerlin,
Charles F. Commings,
Walter W. Wensinger,
Rtobert O. Williams,
John T. Stanton,
Virgil P. Schuler,
Harry 8. Davis,
Peter P. Wood,
Lawrence K. Westerdahl,
David N. Richeson,
Merle J. Van Housen,
James C. Leech,
Richard S. Ross,
Vinton H. Newell,
Emmit R. Wolfe,
Stephen A. Norwood,
Raymond A. O'Keefe,
I'rank M. Cross,
ieorge . McHenry,
Gale T. Cummings,
Charles W. Holmes,
Samuel H. Woods,
Wilbur Eickelberg,
Robert A. Butcher,
Allen J, Burris,
Earl M. Rees, and
Carl Gardner. : '
Maj. (temporary) Arthur P. Crist, retired, to be & major in
the Marine Corps on the retired list.
Maj. (temporary) Thomas Y¥. Lyons, retired, to be a major
in the Marine Corps on the retired list.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Tuespay, July 15, 1919,

The House met at 12 o'clock noon,

The Chaplain, Rev, Henry N, Couden, D. D,, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Lord, give us, we beseech Thee, the courage, the strength,
the fortitude to cast out the demons which are lying in walt
to enter and corrode the soul of man, such as egotism, covetous-
ness, jealousy, hate, revenge, and all that brood of vipers which
follow in their wake; that we may develop the angels of love
and good will. -

* Love never faileth; but whether there be prophecies, they
shall fail; whether there be tongues, they shall cease; whether
there be knowledge, it shall vanish away.

“ For we know in part, and we prophesy in part.

“But when that which is perfect is come, then that which is
in part shall be done away.

“When I was a child, I spake as a child, I understood as a
child, I thought as a child; but when I became a man, I put
away childish things,

“Tor now we see through a glass, darkly; but then face to
face: now I know in part; but then shall I know even as also
I am known.

“ And now abideth faith, hope, love, these three; but the
greatest of these is love.”

Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.
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QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE.

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege,
the highest privilege of the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of
personal privilege,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, during the debate yesterday
on the prohibition enforcement bill, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Garrivan] used the following language, which ap-
pears on page 2572 of the CoNcrEsSsIOoNAL REcorp of yesterday,
July 14, 1919, to wit:

Mr. GALnIvAN. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the first two
words. I am opposed to this amendment unless the gentleman from
Kentucky will provide that the inspector and agents visit the House
Office Buildin, Then I will vote for his amendment Before this
debate is concluded I shall ask that every Member of Congress who votes
dry on this proposition be honest to his country and his conscience and
that he place in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the amount of liguor that
he has saved up for himself either in his home or in his effice. * * *
If the Congress wants to be on the level with the country, it will do
as I ask. * * * The country is told that this Congress is over-
whelmingly dry. I have been a Member of this Congress since 1914,
and I have found it overwhelmingly wet. Now, why—whi;. in the dngs
when you are making the world safe for democracy and freedom—why
‘tie up the individual unless you are willing, Members of Congress, to tie
u% yourselves? I have heard, Mr, Chairman, of Members of this House
who have said that they have in their Frivate wine cellars enough liquor
to take care of them and their friends for 20 years.

Mr. Speaker, I submif respectfully that this is a reflection
upon the integrity and the standing of every Member of this
Congress, It gives out to the world—and so the morning papers
report—that while the Members of Congress are seeking to place
fnrohibition upon the people of the country the Members of this
.House have stored away, even in their offices in the House
hOﬁIce Building, a Government institution, if you please, enough
[liqguor to last 20 years for the private use of themselves and
| their friends.

I submit that it is an unwarranted aspersion upon the stand-
ing and the integrity and the dignity of this House, whose
Members are as strictly sober as any 435 men with whom I have
ever been associated before.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is disposed to think, on the ques-
tion of what is the privilege of the House, that there is a line
of wavering degree. The Chair is disposed to think that the
remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GArLivan]
_were not an assault upon the privileges of this House and that
the gentleman is not in order.

Mr. BLANTON. Would the Chair recognize me to offer a
motion to expunge those unwarranted and unfair remarks from
the RECORD?

The SPEAKER. That is not in order.
remedy for that.

Mr. BLANTON.

The SPEAKER.
privilege.

The House has its

You can not do it in the committee.
The Chair thinks it is not a question of

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks,
.announced that the Senate had passed bills and resolution of
the following titles, in which the concurrence of the Ilouse of
Representatives was requested :

S.2395. An act amending section 25 of the act approved
December 23, 1913, known as the Federal reserve act, as amended
by the act approved September 7, 1916 ; -

S.180. An act for the incorporation of the Near East Relief
Association;

8. 715. An act for the relief of the Atlas Lumber Co. ; Babeock
& Willeox ; Johnson, Jackson & Corning Co.; and the C. H. Klein
Brick Co., each of which companies furnished Silas N. Opdahl,
a failing Government contractor, certain building materials
which were used in the construction of Burke Hall at the Pierre
Indian School, in the State of South Dakota; and

Benate concurrent resolution 5.

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring),
That there be Printed 50,000 copies of the treaty with Germany in the
English text alone and without maps, 10,000 of which shall be for the
use of the House of Representatives and 40,000 for the use of the Senate,

BENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their
appropriate committees, as indicated below:

S.715. An act for the relief of the Atlas Lumber Co.; Bab-"
cock & Willeox ; Johnson, Jackson & Corning Co.; and the C. H.
Klein Brick Co., each of which companies furnished to Silas
N. Opdahl, a failing Government contractor, certain bullding
materials which were used in the construction of Burke Hall, at
the Pierre Indian School, in the State of South Dakota; to the
Committee on Claims.
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S.2395. An act amending section 25 of the act approved De-
cember 23, 1913, known as the Federal reserve act, as amended
by the act approved September 7, 1916; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency,

Senate concurrent resolution 5.

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Repr tatives ing),
That there be printed HO, copies of the treaty with Germany 1n the
English text alone and without maps, 10,000 of which shall be for the
gne ?t the House of Representatives and 40,000 for the use of the

enate—

to the Committee on Printing.
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on
Appropriations, I submit a privileged report,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa submits a privi-
leged report, which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read as follows:
- making a lati far
er:mguué for tltltau ﬂ;c.gr.lo ;:ear ::adlng ;ge
poses.

The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union,

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I gsubmit a privi-
leged report from the Committee on Rules.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas submits a
privileged report from the Committee on Rules, which the Clerk
will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That i.mmedhtel{ouggn the adoptlon of this resolution the
House shall remlve iteelf in of the 'Whole House on the
mta of the cmmlderutinn of H. , being a bill

“making ap rvP.l'opl‘ll.l'.itms fnz sundry eivil expensel “of the Government
for the se the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for other

rposes s that the first reading of the bill shall be with ;

t there shall be two hours of general debate, one-half of the time to
be controlled by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Goop] and one-ha).t
be controlled by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYeNs]; that at
the conclusion of the general debate the hill be

civil expenses of the Gov-
0, 1920, and for other pur-

read; t at on the
reading of the bill no amendment shall be in order except mda 11:
ma

amendments to the followin ragraph, which paragraph
order on 19 of said b‘im

* Voeational rehabilitation: For an additional ameunt for carrylng
out ttih;)e ovisions of the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the
voca

rehahil. tation and return te eivil e mgloyment of disabled
ersons discharged from the tary or naval forces of the United
tates, and for other purposes.’ oved June 27, 1918, as amended,
including personal services in the District of Columbia and. elsewhere,
ﬂ inting and biod to be done at the Government Office,
w books, books o referenee, and periodicals, $6, .000 of which
sum not exceedin may be expended for rent of qmrters in
the District of Co umhin. if space is not provlded .i.n Government-owned
buildings by the Publie Buildings Commission: Previded, That no
person (except the members of tha Federal Board for Vmﬁonal Edu-
mtion) ghall be paid by said board out of the ap g: contained
in this or any other act at a ra.te of comw:c.m madinz $2,5600

annum and rates above t som, zxcegt to exceed the fol-
Pe\ilng One at $6, 000 2 at 5,000 28 in excm of 35001'&%3
eae

not in excess of $4,000 each, 27 at $3 500 each, 70 at $3,
at $2,750 each, and 100 at $2,600 eac

That at the conclusion of the mdi.ng of said bill it shall be reported
to the House with such amendments as may be made to the paragraph
specified as being subject to amendments. Thw the prevlou.s

uestion shall be considered as ordered on tha binl the amendments
final passage without intervening motion, except obe motion to
recommit.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask
the gentleman this: What do we want with any two hours'
debate on this thing?

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Goon], the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, sug-
gested two hours of general debate.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What are we going to debate?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, I assume to make some ex-
planation of the hearings that were held, covering a period of
more than 12 hours and covering some 150 to 200 pages on this
general subject. I assume that it is for the purpose of making
an explanation to the House of the paragraphs that are made
in order on the bill

AMr, CLARK of Missouri. It seems to me every man in the
House knows what this proposition is, and every man in the
House has made up his mind on it, and every man should vote
to sustain the veto.

AMr, CAMPBELL of Kansas, The time need not be eonsumed
if ithe Members do not desire to use it

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentleman
from Kansas or the Speaker, one or the other, or both, what
about the veto? We are not going to take this thing up before
we vote on the veto, are we?

Mr. GOOD. The veto message has been referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and is still in that committee.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know; but you have got to vote
on it

Mr. GOOD.

Not necessarily.

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. The veto message defeats the
bill, if the House does not reconsider it. The Committee on Ap-
propriations have reported out a new bill with a new number for
the consideration of the House, and have taken it up de novo.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is the same old bill.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes; but it is introduced under
a new number and is to be considered de novo in the House.-

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary in-
quiry. Is it not imperative to vote on the veto?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The veto message
came to the House. The Constitution provides that there shall
be consideration of the bill. The House referred the message
and bill to the committee. Now, if the committee brings out a
bill in accord with the suggestion of the President’s veto and
the House passes it in that form, it seems to the Chair action on
the veto itself is not required. The Chair will look that up.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How do we come to be considering
this proposition now when no attention is paid to the veto?

The SPEAKER. The veto message, with the bill, was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations. Now, that committee has
reported out a new bill. The veto message and the original bill
are still slumbering in the Committee on Appropriations, and the
Chair thinks——

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It seems to me this way, if the Chair
will permit: We pass a bill in due form and the President vetoes
it, and the veto is the only excuse that we have for going into
this proposition that is brought in here by the chairman of the
Committee on Rules. It seems to me the Constitution is im-
perative. It says that when the President returns a bill to the
House in which it originated with his veto, immediately the
House shall reconsider the bill, the ob:ectlons of the President
to the contrary notwitbstanding Now, for the sake of conveni-
ence, in days gone by the House has juggled with that word
“immediately,” and I am not insisting on the liberal dictionary,
meaning of it now. They have postponed action from time to
time, and some of the veto messages were sent to committee and
never reported back,

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes.
Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman contend that the actlon of

the House in voting to refer the bill, with the veto, to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations is not such reconsgideration as is con-
templated by the constitutional provision?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, no. The constitutional pro-
vision means that you shall consider that veto and pass on it, and
the only excuse that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CaMpsers]
and his confreres have for bringing in this rule is that the veto
ought to be disposed of first.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman permit?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. Does not the Constitution simply reguire that
the bill which is vetoed shall be reconsidered?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course it does, but it has never
been reconsidered; and the Constitution provides, further, for
the calling of the roll, and those in favor of reconsideration vote
yea and those opposed to it vote nay, and it is the only place in
our system of government where you must call the roll. There
has been no constitutional disposition of it at all. The roll has
not been called.

Mr. DUPRE. We have got two sundry civil bills before the
House at one time.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. So the upshot of the whole thing,
as the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Duprfi] suggests sotto
voee, is that we have two sundry civil bills before us at one time,
or will have if this rule reported by the gentleman from Kansas

revails,
» Mr. DUPRE. They have.introduced another sundry eivil bill,
with the veto pending.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. We have another sundry eivil bill
introduced, with the veto pending, as the gentleman from Louisi-
ana says.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLARK of Missouri. Yes.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Then, if the House should override the
veto of the President, the bill would be passed?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course. As the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. KiNncHELOE] suggests, if the House should over-
ride the veto, why, then there would not be a particle of sense in
this performance introduced here by the gentleman from Kansas.
It would be an absolute superfluity.

Mr. WALSH. If the gentleman will look at paragraph 105
of the Manual, he will see that a motion to refer a vetoed bill,
either with or without the veto message, has been held allow-
able and within the constitutional mandate that “the House
ghall proceed to reconsider.,” I think the distinguished gentle-
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man from Missouri [Mr. Crarx], when he occupied the high
‘place of Speaker of the House in the Sixty-fifth Congress, fol-
lowed that precedent in the case of a vefoed bill by suggesting
that a motion to refer was within the direction of the Consti-
tution that it should be reconsidered.

_ Mr. OLARK of Missouri. The question never was raised when
I was Speaker, and I want it understood once more that I am
not bound as a Member of the House by what I did as Speaker.
[Laughter.]

Mr. WALSH. I think that may be fortunate for the present
House,

The SPHAKER. The Chair thinks the decisions on this point
are clear. In Hinds' Precedents, section 3500, it says:

A motion to refer a vetoed bill, elther with or without the message,
has been held allowable within the constitutional mandate that the
House *“ shall proceed to recomsider.”

And, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CrArx] states,
there have been many cases where bills have been referred to a
committee and no further action has been taken upon them.

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. If the Chair will permit, that was
simply .to get rid of the bills.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the reason of the rule and
the reason of the constitutional mandate are fully observed by
the action that was taken in this case. Of course, the purpose
is that the President’s will shall receive the consideration of the
House. If the House by a two-thirds vote overrules the Presi-
dent’s veto, that defeats the will of the President, and therefore
it is provided that that shall be done by a roll call; but in the
present instance the committee, as the Chair is advised, have
reported, conformably with the suggestion of the President, a
new hill, so that all the House has to do, if it does not desire to
act in accord with the President, is to defeat the bill which now
comes forth, and that defeat can be accomplished, not by a two-
thirds vote but by a majority vote, so that in this case the pur-
pose of the Constitution to allow the will of the President to be
expressed is being carried out more completely than by the tech-
nical yea-and-nay vote, upon which two-thirds are required. At
any rate, the precedents fully justify the action of the com-
mittee. The Chair overrules the point of order.

Mr, CLARK of Missourl. I want to ask the Chair——

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think after the Chair
has ruled there should be further discussion.

Mr, OLARK of Missouri. I want to ask the Chair a new
question. What becomes of the direction in the Constitution
that there shall be a yea-and-nay vote on it?

The SPEAKER. As the Chair said, it has been decided a
number of times that by referring the bill to the committee no
further action need be taken upon it. It has been decided by a
Jong course of precedents, as the gentleman from Missouri is
aware. The committee can report it back and then when the bill
is before the House it requires a yea-and-nay vote.

Mr. WINGO. If the logic of the Speaker is correct, would not
we find ourselves in this situation: You dispose of the veto of
the President without a record vote of the House, and would not
you dispose of the veto by a majority vote instead of a two-thirds
vote?

The SPEAKER. If the House wants to bring the veto before
it, all it has to do is to discharge the committee.

Mr, WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be recognized to
make a privileged motion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas has the floor on
the rule.

Mr. WINGO. Is it not a privileged motion? That is the sub-
ject matter of the President’s veto; we are acting on a consti-
tutional matter, and is it not true that the highest privileged
motion is in order at any time during the proceedings?

The SPEAKER. Exactly; but that is not now before the
House. The President’s veto and the bill are in the Committee
on Appropriations.

Mr. WINGO. The committee brings in a new bill, which is
not privileged, which makes this rule necessary, and is it not
a matter oZ higher privilege to move to discharge the committee,
and has it not been so decided?

The SPEAKER. That might be, if the gentleman had the
floor, but the question before the House now is on the rule.

Mr. WINGO. If that be true, you can defeat a question of the
highest privilege by the Rules Committee coming in and cutting
that out. So that a motion of the highest privilege would be
set nside by one not of the highest privilege. In other words,

you would hold that the rules of the House supersede the Con-
stitution, which I contend is not logical.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the Committee on Rules
having submitted this privileged rule, if any gentleman wishes
fo make a motion suggested by the gentleman from Arkansas,
that ean be brought before the House by voting down the rule.

Mr. WINGO. The only desire I have is for orderly procedure.
Would not that be doing in an indirect way what we might do
directly ; would it not be a better parliamentary procedure, and
be safer, and resolve all doubts in favor of the construction of
the Constitution to pass first on the veto? Frankly, I should vote
against passing it over the President’s veto, but I think we ought
to go very carefully and be sure to carry out the constitutional
mandate. Would it not be a quicker procedure to pass on the
President’'s veto and then if we override the President’s veto
that settles it. If the House fails to do that, the Rules Com-
mittee can bring in this rule and make the new bill in order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes that there is much
merit in what the gentleman says, but the Chair thinks that this
accomplishes the very purpose the genfleman himself says he
desires, and that is that the President’s veto shall not be over-
ruled. This motion accomplishes the same end without calling
for a vote on the President's veto. It simply eliminates one
step in the proceeding. It seems to the Chair that this is the
quicker way to accomplish that very end. It may have been-that
when the President’s veto was up it would have been betted* that
the House should have voted upon it, but then if the Hous: had
failed to sustain the President’s veto it would have gone to the
committee and then come back just as it comes in now. That was
not done; the original bill is not before the House, but is in
committee. It seems to the Chair that while that might have
been a more orderly manner, yet this has precedents and sup-
port and accomplishes the same end and eliminates one step.

Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. DEWALT. Is not this an attempt to sustain the Presi-
dent's veto by the action of the committee in reporting a bill
consonant with the President’s views instead of either sustain-
ing the veto by a vote of the House or rejecting it?

The SPEAKHER. The Chair does not think that is a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

Mr. KINCHELOE. In case the rule is defeated, what is the
mtitl';od of procedure for securing a vote on the presidential
veto?

The SPEAKER. The committee could report it out or the
House could discharge the committee.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on
Appropriations having had referred to them the sundry civil
appropriation bill with the President's veto, took the President’s
veto as final on that bill, and asked the Commiftee on Rules
for a rule for the consideration of a new bill providing for the
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the ensuing year,
and this resolution is to make that bill in order. I ask the
gentleman from North Carolina how much time he desires on
the rule.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I suggest 20 minutes on a side. I
have had some requests for time that I did not have when I
first spoke to the gentleman about this.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansag. Mr. Speaker, then I ask unani-
mous consent that debate upon the rule be limited to 40 minutes,
20 minutes to be controlled by myself and 20 minutes by the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pou].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous
consent that debate on this rule be limited to 40 minutes, 20
minutes to be controlled by himself and 20 minutes by the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pou]. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas., Mr, Speaker, I make a further
request for unanimous consent that at the end of the 40 minutes
the previous question be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I want to ask a question on this proposition. The rule as
brought in by the Committee on Rules provides for two hours
of general debate, one half of that time to be controlled by the
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and the other
half by the ranking minority member of the Committee on Ap-
propriations. Did the Committee on Rules take into considera-
tion the fairness and equity of that, in view of the situation
and the conflict of opinion, and consider at all the question of
allowing any of that time to be controlled by the chairman of
the Committee on Edueation, which committee is primarily in-
terested in this proposition?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, the chairman of
the Committee on Education is a member of the Committee on
Rules and was present when this rule was considered. He
then made no suggestion other than the usual suggestion as to
the division of time between the majority and the minority
members of the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Reserving further the right to object, T
would ask the chairman of the Commitiee on Rules if he
would consider the propriety of himself offering an amendment
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to the rule giving those who may be opposed to the amendment
brought in by the Committee on Appropriations an opportunity
to eontrol at least a part of this time? We have no assurance,
in view of the language of the rule, that those of us who may
desire to oppose the amendment will be given any consideration
whatever in this debate.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, in response to the
request of the gentleman from Alabama, I would say that it
has been customary in cases of this kind for both the minority
and majority members of the committee having the bill in charge
to yield time to any Member of the House who may be especially
interested in the measure under consideration, either for or
against, and I assume that that arrangement can readily be
made in this case.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield.

Mr. FESS. Reverting to the statement about no request
being made in the Committee on Rules, I recognized the usual
custom of the two sides of the aisle being glven the control of
the time, and the equity that is always shown to Members
who are for or against the bill under consideration. For that
reason I took it for granted that there would be ne advantage
taken on either side.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It is always the assumption in
the Commitiee on Rules that there will be a fair division of
time between those opposing and those favoring the bill under
consideration.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BLANTON. The only bill to be considered now is the
new bill that has been introduced ?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. That bill is not printed so that the Members
of the House may have access to it or have a copy of it, and I
submit the point of order to the Speaker that it should be out of
order to consider legislation when the membership of the House
has not had the privilege of seeing a copy of the legislation
which we are to consider.

The SPEAKER. It may be that perhaps it would be well
that that should be in order.

Mr. BLANTON. Is it in order to object to the consideration
of this until the bill is printed?

The SPEAKER. It is net. Perhaps it should be, but it is net.

Mr. BLANTON. It is not printed, and we can not get a
copy of it.
hhrir. CANNON. This rule settles it. That is what the rule

or.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARD. I notice in the reading of the rule that there
was no number given the bill under consideration. Is it neces-
sary that a number be given to the bill? '

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The number will be given by
the Clerk.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk reported the bill as H. R. 7343.

Mr, GARD. I did not hear it reported.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Kansas. [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none, and it is so ordered. The gentleman from Kansas is
recognized for 20 minutes. -

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on
Rules has brought in this rule for the consideration of the
bill, providing for the reading- of the bill without amendments,
except germane amendments to the provision providing for the
educational rehabilitation of our returned soldiers. This is
the only unusual feature of this rule. We justify ourselves
before the House for that unusual provision of the rule by the
fact that the House has recently considered the sundry civil
appropriation bill in its entirety as it is contained in the
bill made in order by this rule, with the exception of the
provision to which amendments are made in order. Otherwise
the rule is not unusual. We made this provision in order to
expedite the passage of this very important measure. The
activities of the Government are practically suspended. Many
of the activities of the Government that are now under opera-
tion are in operation in violation of law, and it is a very serious
question whether or not the action taken by many of the de-
partments of the Government within the last few days will not
be entirely unlawful and so declared by the courts if the ques-
tion be raised. It is for the purpose of making ample provi-
sion for the rehabilitation of our disabled soldiers, sailors, and
marines and provision for the operation of the Government that
we are anxious to expedite the passage of this bill, and there-
fore we bring this rule in as now provided.

I reserve the remainder of my time,

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, the President vetoed the sundry civil
appropriation bill because of the inadequacy of the appropria-
tion to continue the great work of thé Federal Board for Voea-
tional Education. In response to the veto of the President the
Committee on Appropriations held supplemental hearings and
has reported legislation the consideration of which is provided
for by the rule which the House is now counsidering, As this
was a unanimous report from the Committee on Appropriations,;
I imagine that the objections set forth in the President’s veto
have been satisfied. This vocational education should not be
made the subject of too rigid economy. The work of this board
is something of which every American ought to be proud. [Ap-
plause.] These wounded soldiers should be liberally dealt with.
Every one of them should have $100 a month while he is being
educated. Those with families should receive more. If this
legislation does not satisfy the objection raised by the Presi-
dent's veto, I imagine that we will hear from the President
again. Inasmuch as this is a unanimous report and inasmuch
as the officers of the Federal Board for Vocational Education
have appeared before the Committee on Appropriations, let us
hope that this legislation is such that this board ecan continue
its benign work to the end that every one of these waunded sol-
diers may be given an cducation such as he prefers by the Gov-
ernment of the United States at governmental expense. [Ap-
plause.] I reserve the remainder of my time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves 17 minutes.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on
the rule.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. Wixco].

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I trust the House in its anxiety
to proceed will not set a precedent that may rise to plague us in
the future. The committee has reported a new bill, and it
frankly admits this is a new bill, and bringing in this rule has
admitted it is not a question of privilege, and it is accompanied
by the remarkable statement of the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr, Caxeeperr]. I desire the House to consider that statement
when it comes to vote on this rule. As I now recall the state-
ment—and if I do not quote the gentleman correctly he can
correct me—he said that the Committee on Appropriations
treated the veto of the President as final. By what authority
does any committee of this House treat a veto of the President
as final?

Under the Constitution it is made our duty to determine
whether a veto of the President is final, and the only jurisdie-
tion—the gentleman will find precedents, although I have mot
time now to call attention to them—the only jurisdiction the
Committee on Appropriations had was te make recommenda-
tions to the House whether or not it should sustain the Presi-
dent’s veto. Now, the orderly procedure for this House to do
and for the committee to have done would have been to have
reported baek the vetoed bill, not the new bill, but reported
back the vetoed bill with recommendation to the House as to
whether or not it would advise the House to sustain or reject the

President’s veto. That is the orderly procedure, gentlemen. If:

you do not adopt that procedure, youn will find yourself coming
to this conclusion, that the rules of the House——

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentlenran yield for a question? I
want to ask the gentleman——

Mr. WINGO. Let me finish my statement. 1 repeat, if we
follow the present proposed procedure, if you let the statement
of the gentleman from Kansas go as final as the action of this
House that the committee, and not the House, under the Con-
stitution shall determine whether or not the veto of the Presi-
dent is final, you establish a dangerous precedent, and you
establish that the rules of this House are superior to the Con-
stitution. The only people who can treat the veto of the Presi-
dent as final is the Congress through solemn proceeding. You
must act upon a roll call. Suppose we adopt this procedure to-day
and pass this new bill. This House will never carry out the
constitutional mandate to pass upon a President’'s veto. What
will happen? I imagine from the reading of this text that the
gentlemen are going to get around one of the objections of the
President. I am not prepared to say now whether I shall vote
to do that. I will be frank to say that I am strongly tempted
to do that. As I heard the reading of the proposed amendment
they propose to get around one of the objections of the Presi-
dent by changing the limitation. In other words, the House
then will by a majority vote override the President’s veto and
put up to him a second time that which the President has vetoed
once. Gentlemen, we can not afford to do that. I am in sym-
pathy with the President’s veto. We all want to get quick action.
Now, let us vote down this rule. And I shall move, if I can get
recognition, to discharge the committee from further considera-
tion. Then eall the roll and I will vote to sustain the veto of
the President. Then there will be no objection made to the
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unanimous consent for the gentleman from Iowa to bring in the
new bill, but if there is objection, then the Committee on Rules ¥
can make it in order and the House can preserve an orderly |
procedure.

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman now yield?

Mr. WINGO. I yield.

Mr. BLACK. I want to ask the go%ntleman if he does not
think that the rule is this: When a’veto message of f.he Presi-
dent is submitted that any Member'of the House has™the’ _right
to refer that message with the bill to the proper commlttee, and
any other Member of the House who is in favor of passing the
bill notwithstanding the President’s veto® has perfect right to
offer a motion to pass the bill notwithstanding the veto, but if
no Member——

Mr. WINGO: I think the House has acted properly in line with
the precedents. It can refer any question‘fo a committee for rec-
ommendation. The House by its p ure referred the veto
message to the committee for its recommendation, and that com-
mittee ought to come back to this House with the recommenda-
tion that it either sustain or vote down the remmmendntlun of
the President. If we sustain the veto,. then we can bring in a
new rule and preserve the constitutional procedure.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr.:Speaker, I shall not permit
the observation of the gentleman from Arkansas to pass without
notice. The gentleman is very much:exercised because the veto
of the President was not challenged by the Members of the House
and voted upon. There was an opporfunity for that vote when
the message arrived and was submitted to the House.

My. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. When I conclude the statement.
The House observed the practice that has been in vogue for
more than a century and that was observed within the past
two years in this House. The President of the United States,
Woodrow Wilson, on the 22d-day of August, 1916, vetoed a public
land bill. That bill, together with the veto, was referred to the
Committee on Public Lands, and those two measures, the bill
and the veto, still lie slumbering in the Committee on Public
Lands without a vote or any action whatever on the part of the
House on the veto.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. And the gentleman from Arkan-
sas, I believe, was a member of that committee.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a gquestion?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Just as soon as I refer to an-
other bill and veto.

Mr. WINGO. My question was on the other matter.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield for a question.

Mr. WINGO. Does the gentleman think. it sufficient answer
to say that a former Congress failingjto obey’a constitutional
mandate to go on record on a presidéntial vefo justifies this
Congress doing it?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I think the former Congress
observed the law and the rules of “the Hotise in the action it
took.

Mr. WINGO. If we take this procedure_to-day, will the gen-
tleman tell me what will become of the President’s veto?

Mr., CAMPBELL of Kansas. Exactly the same thing that be-
came of the President’s veto-on the Army appropriation bill. On
August 18, 1916, that bill, together with the veto message of the
President, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,
and four days later a bill was reported.from the Committee on
Military Affairs making appropriation for the Army and passed
the House without a record vote. The gentleman from Arkansas
was then a Member of the House.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman is reciting past history. I am
asking what will happen now? Will we ever. have a vote on
the President’s veto under the Constitution if we follow your
procedure?

Mr. CAMPBELL: of Kansas. No; no more than we had a
vote on the veto when the Presldent vetoed the Army bill and
the land bill in 1916, If the House had decided to challenge

‘the veto of the President on the Army appropriation bill of
1916, the vote would have been {aken immediately by roll eall
If the House had desired to challenge the veto message of the
President on the land bill, it would have done so by a record
vote immediately upon the veto message being laid before the
House together with the bill. In this case the House Commit-
tee on Appropriations has acecepted, and the House is about to
aceept, the veto message of the President as final so far‘as the
sundry civil bill is concerned, and is reporting out a new bill,
according to precedent, providing for the sundry civil expenses
of the Government for the next year.

Mr. WINGO. The Chair ruled otherwise to what the gentle-
man has stated. Objection was made the other day and the
Chair overruled ihe gentleman’'s objection and insisted, over

[the objection of the gentleman from Kentucky, that the gentle-
Fman, from Wyoming [Mr. Moxperr] had a right to move to
refer it to. the committee. So it was challenged at that time,
and the Chair Tuled, and very properly, that we had a right to
'ask for a recommendation of our committee before we acted on
‘the. veto of the President,

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The  House acted entirely within
its rights in referring the bill and the message to the Commit-"
tee on Appropriations. We could have voted down that motion.
Theén the vote would have been taken on the veto message of
the President.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr, CANTRILL].

Mr, CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
of course I think it is a real recognized fact that this whole
procedure is just simply a subterfuge of the majority side of
the House to keep from going to direct vote on the President’s
veto message.

Now, I do not blame my friends on the other side of the House
very mueh for trying to * duck™ this issue, to use a slang ex-
pression. Our friends in the majority, in preparing legislation
to take care of wounded and disabled soldiers, evidently did not
take proper precaution in the way of appropriations to do that.
The President called the attention of the country and of the
House to the fact that the majority had been negligent in that
regard. And I believe it was upon yesterday that the Republican
House sustained a veto of the President. Naturally the majority
does not want to get into the daily habit of having the Republican
majority on the floor of the House sustaining the vetoes of the
President. It is a faet that this whole procedure, the Committee
on Rules coming in here with a rule to-day, is almost exactly
what the President demands; but the orderly procedure, as
pointed out by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. WixNco], would
have been much better. It would have been a more manly way
to have met the situation to have disposed of the veto message
and then come in with a rule and then with the bill and have
passed it in the regular way.

Of course, the gentlemen on that side are responsible for the
legislation. I am sorry that they did not measure up to the
requirements when they had an opportunity to provide sufficient
money to take ecare of disabled soldiers.

It devolved upon the Democratic President to use the great
power of the veto to bring the majority side to its senses. And,
of course, I congratulate my distinguished friend, the chairman
of the Committee on Rules, for his ingenuity and wisdom in
mapping out a course that will prevent his sidé from going to
record on a fair show on a roll call, as practically every man
on that side would vote to sustain President Wilson on this
veto. I think the country is familiar with the situation, but I
simply wanted to emphasize the fact and call the attention of
the public to the way in which they are undertaking to get
around and not meet the issue.

. It is a well-known fact that every man in the military and
naval service of the country and their friends should bear in
mind that if it had not been for the veto power exercised by
President Wilson the Republican Party would not have given
the soldiers and sailors the recourse to which they are entitled.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question? 5

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield to
the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. Yes.

Mr. CANNON, The Democratic House of Representatives
passed the sundry civil bill and it went to the Senate. It did
net become a law.

Mr. UPSHAW. Why?

Mr., CANNON. That bill made no more favorable disposition
for voeational education than does this bill. [Applause on the
Republican side.] Claptrap! Claptrap! [Applause on the
Republican side.]

Mr. CANTRILL, Mr. Speaker, T would say to the distin-
guished gentleman’from Illinois that the Senate had no chance
to pass upon the bill because.of a_filibuster by the Republican
Senatfors, who not only killed this bill but many other bills, which
required an extra session of Congress. [Applause on the Demo-
cratie side.]

Mr. CANNON. But if the gentleman will yield further——

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON. A Democratic Congress, in February or early
in March, passed a sundry civil bill with a less provision than
is contained in the bill we passed. [Applause on the Republican
side.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman trom Kentucky
has expired.
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Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman a°
question. 4

Mr. CANTRILL. Just a moment. May I have one minufe
more?

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANTRILL.
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. LAYTON. Just one question.

Mr. CANTRILL. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.:
Caxmon] I will state that a Democratic House dldzpam,eputhe.,
Tequirements demanded by the departmext at that time=when.)
‘the bill was under consideration. The demands are mch larger
now than they were then.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman yield? The
|gentleman does not want to make a misstatement, I am sire,
'Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CANTRILL, Yes.

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that he is mistnkanﬁ
. )

,about that. The estimates made for this service in the regul
iBook of Estimates were for $4,000,000, and the only appropria-
ition made by the last Congress for this purpose, a Democratic:
Congress, was $2,000,000. This Congress has already appro-
‘priated $6,000,000 for this purpose, and this bill carries $8,000,000
‘more. Those are the facts in the case. Post up! Get the facts!
[Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. CANTRILL. These differences could easily have beend
worked out between the two Houses if the filibuster had not
occurred. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. GOOD., Post up! Post up! [Applause and cries of
“Yote!”]

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, how does the time
stand?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas has 15 minutes, |
and the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pou] has 5 minutes. |

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. How many more speeches has the
gentleman from North Carolina?

Mr. POU. One speech of five minutes.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I wish the gentleman from North § in

Carolina would use his time,

Mr. POU. Mr, Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DEWATLT].

The SPEAKER. The'gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Speaker, I care nothing at all about the
question as to whether this vocational bill as now proposed to
be amended was passed by the House and failed in the Senate,
nor do I care what the provisions are, so far as the amount in
the bill is concerned, because that is water that has passed by
the mill. The question before us, and to my mind the important
question, is an orderly manner of proceeding, and with due
deference to the decision of the Speaker I maintain that this
rule being now considered is not in order.

Now, what are my reasons therefor? In the first place, I do
not think anyone will contradict the basic proposition that when
a bill is vetoed by the President of the United States it must be
returned to the House in which it originated, with the veto mes-
sage, and immediately thereafter it shall be considered and
a vote is to be taken as to whether the bill shall pass, notwith-
standing the objections thereto. That, as the ex-Speaker, Mr.
CLARK, has already said, has been construed to mean that the
consideration ean be postponed even indefinitely.

Now, what has been done here? When this veto message came
into the House with the bill attached thereto it was by the House
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Now, what does
the Committee on Appropriations do? It comes back to the
House with what? With a new bill, not with the old bill, not
with the bill which was to be voted upon and determined upon
as to whether it should be passed by a two-thirds vote, notwith-
standing the objections of the President, but with an entirely
new bill, so far as we know. Therefore I maintain that, al-
though it is said that this new bill is in consonance with the
objections of the President of the United States, it is sustain-
ing the veto of the President by the action of a committee, and
when that committee reports the bill to the House the House
can vote upon it, and by a majority vote determine that the
sustainment of the veto by the President shall be maintained.

Now, that is clearly, if there be anything of force in the lan-
guage of the Constitution, a violation of the provisions of the
Constitution. It deprives the House of voting by a two-thirds
vote on the veto message, and gives the right to the House to
affirm that message or negative that message by a majority vote.
If you get beyond that, you get beyond the Constitution itself.
[Applause.]

I would like to answer the question of thed'

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming is recognized

{ for five minutes.

Mr. MONDELL. My, Speaker, the use of poison gas in war-
L fare was first undertaken by the Huns at the beginning of the
Great War. It has never so far received the sanction of the
civilized world. But there seems fo be a disposition in certain
quarters to adapt those tactics to legislative discussion, and
So we have a variety of ‘gas explosions here this morning in
regard to a matter that is as clear as any feature of the pro-
cedure of -the House of Representatives. Gentlemen attempt to
establish ‘smoke barrages, behind which they hope to conceal
Fi.he{r real partisan purpose and intent.

Now, the fact is that there are three motions that can be
made when the President returns a bill with his veto—a motion
to consider forthwith, a motion to postpone to a day certain,
and a motion to.refer to committee. And all those motions
j have been made from time to time since the foundation of the
Government, and this is the first time, so far as I know, that

one has ever raised a question in regard to the validity
of‘any of them,

If the gentlemen on the.other side who are agonizing because
the House did not do the perfectly senseless thing of voting
on a veto message relative to a provision which it expected to
amend, practically in accordance with the recommendations of
the President, had felt that way when the matter first came be-
fore us, they could have either made the motion for immediate
consjderation or they could have voted down the motion to refer
to the committee. They did not even ask for a division. So
far:as the Recorpshows, the action of the House was unanimous,
as I recall it, on the motion to refer to committee—a motion
very frequently made; a motion made on that side within the
last two years with regard to a great supply bill providing for
the Army of the Union. It'went fo the committee, and exactly
the same practice was followed as was followed in that case,
when my distingunished friend, the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Crark], was in the chair as Speaker, and when a great
majority of the men now sitting on that side were here as
Representatives in the former Congress, as has been followed
this case.

The SPEAKER. . The fime of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. CAMPB of 'Kinsas. I yield to the gentleman one
minute more.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. What was done with the bill?

Mr. MONDELL. It was taken up for consideration, and it
was considered, just as this bill will be censidered. The only
reason why any‘rule is necessary in this case is to expedite the
consideration of this bill. We happen to be operating under
another rule, which makes it difficult to get in even with a
privileged bill from the Committee on Appropriations. Further-
more, this bill has not been printed, and therefore could not be
considered until to-morrow without a rule. Therefore, in order
to serve the public interest and have this bill reenacted as soon
as possible, it has been necessary to bring in a rule; and the
minority members of the Committee on' Rules used very good
judgment and patriotism in the Committee on Rules by voting
for the rule, as they have shown their very poor judgment since
the rule was reported. They have proceeded to argue now for
the first time the new and strange heresy propounded by the
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Wineo]. [Applause.]

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote
on the resolution.

The SPEAKER.
tion. 3
The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the
ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. WINGO. Mr, Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays.

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, 21
Members seconded the demand.

The SPEAKER. Twenty-one Members, not a sufficient num-
ber.

Mr. WINGO. I ask for the other side, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the other side.
Those opposed to taking this vote by the yeas and nays will
rise and stand until they are counted. [After counting.] One
hundred and ninety in the negative. Twenty-one is not a suffi-
cient number, and the yeas and nays are refused. The resolu-
tion is agreed to, and the House automatically resolves itself
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr., Towxer] will take
the chair.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
|}tha Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 7343) making appropriations for sundry civil
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,

The question is on agreeing to the resolu-

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas., Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoNDELL]. ‘

1920, and for other purposes, with Mr. Tow~Er in the chair
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The CHATRMAN. TUnder the rule the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations has one hour, and the ranking minority

jnember of the Committee on Apprc»priatmns. the gentleman’
The gentleman

from Tennessee [Mr. Byrxs], has one hour.
from Iowa is recognized for one hour.

Mr. GOOD. I yield 15 minutes to the gentieman from Wyo-
ming [Mr, MoNDELL].

Mr. MONDELL, Mr, Chairman, we are about to consider a
bill providing for the sundry civil expenses of"the Government
'in lieu of a similar bill vetoed by the President. The
of the Committee' on_Appropriations,.the  gértleman from Towa
[Mr. Goon], will make a statemenﬁ.'wi fregard’to the details
of the paragraph toward which defitial veto was leveled,
I do not propose to discuss that matter‘ih defail, but propose
to discuss for a very'few moments the general questionof this
particular veto.

The sundry civil bill was signed by the presiding officers of
the two Houses on the 1st day of July. The’ Presidenbdld not
fct upon it until.the 11th, by the veto, which arrived here on
ihe morning of the 12th. He vetoed *thesbill on the ground: that
the appropriation of $6,000,000 for vdm nal rehabilitation was
‘not sufficient, and that there were cerfain:limitations contained
in that item upon the amount which might be"paid for high
salaries, which he claimed would hamper the work of rehabilita-
tlon under the paragraph.

We are none of us challenging the, Presldent’s constitutional
r!ght to veto legislation. It is not on],y,.his Tight to do it, but
it is his duty to do it when he” tee[a justified in taking that
extraordinary action. But so far as my‘experience goes, this is
the most extraordinary and unusual presidential veto we have
ever had, There may have been presidential vetoes in the past
on the ground that a certain item of appropriation was not suffi-
cient, where the right to create a d ncy was unquestioned,
but I do not recall any such veto, and I doubt if there ever has
been such a veto up to this time.

There may have been presidential vetoes in the past on the
ground that Co was not providing for salaries suffi-
‘ciently high, but if there have been I do not recall them. I do
not know of a case, have not been able fo find a case, where a
President has vetoed a bill on the ground that the Congress has
not provided large enough salaries. These are the two grounds
of the veto before us. If the bill had not been vetoed, no one
has any doubt but that the work of vocatibnal rehabilitation
would have been carried on in the largest possible and most
liberal way, because every dollar of the $6,000,000 carried in the
bill was available for use as soon as it was needed and when it
was needed.

The right to create a deficiency was,unquestioned, and if the
$6,000,000 had been needed within a manth or two months or
three months it could have been used,.and Congress would have
responded promptly and willingly to any request for a de-
ficiency appropriation to carry on the work. It is true that
with regard to these gentlemen whose salaties were about to
be reduced they might have been temporarily separated from
the public crib and pay roll, some of them, or their salaries
of $5,000 and $4,000 and $3,500 might have been reduced some-
what, temporarily at least, until such time as the President
might have communicated with the Congress, calling attention
to the necessity, as he saw it, if he_did see it, to increase the
salaries of these officials, No President, so far as’I recall, has
ever vetoed an appropriation bill because of the alleged in-
sufficiency of an item where a deficiency could be legally cre-
ated, and no President, so far as I know, has ever heretofore
vyetoed a bill on the ground that the salaries provided were not
high enough.

If it be true that this appropriation is not sufficient for the
entire fiscal year, that matter would have been provided for
by a deficiency appropriation. If it be true that some of these
gentlemen are entitled to $5,000 instead of $4,000, or to $3,500
rather than the $300 or $1,000 or $1,200 that they used to earn
in their usual vocations, that fact could have been presented
fo Congress without the veto of a great supply bill. During
the period of the Great War we passed Army and Navy bills
that carried but a fraction of the sums needed and used for
military and naval purposes, but were ‘any of thoge bills ever
~etoed on the ground that the appropriation was not great
enough? The ordinary appropriation bills earried hundreds
of millions of dollars. The deficiency appropriations for this
same service carried tens of billions of dollars. The President
must know and the President does know that through a de-
ficiency appropriation all needed funds would have been pro-
w~ided for, without the extraordinary action of vetoing this tre-
mendously important supply billL

This Congress in 37 working days passed through both

Houses, securing the signing by the presiding officers of the

two Houses, seven great bills that had failed in the preceding
Congress. The President was not at the seat of government
dnd could,not sign “thém, and from the 1st of July up to the
time action was finally taken on these bills practically every
activity of the Federal Government was in dire jeopardy lest
something might occur to prevent the enactment of these bills
into law. Until the President acted, the multiplied activities
provided for under this bill, from Panama to Hawaii, from the
Arctic to the Virgin Islands, were in questionable ecircum-
stances, and still all these activities would have been validated
had the President signed the bill.

But when he failed to sign it, these activities, wide flung
as are our possessions on land and sea, involving the employment
of hundreds of thousands of people, in the most important
services under the flag, were left without legal sanetion, and
to-day so far as they have operated from the 1st of July
have been operating without warrant or sanction of law, a

condition which has never existed under our flag from the

foundation of the Government to this time.

What are some of these activities? The Panama Canal and
all of the work on and in and about it; the activities of the Alien
Property Custodian; the maintenance of all the Federal peni-
tentiaries; the Coast and Geodetic Survey; the Coast Guard;
the Emergency Fleet Corporation as provided for in this bill;
the Federal Trade Commission; the.great work of flood con-
trol along the Mississippi and on the Sacramento Rivers; the
activities of the Geological Survey and the Lighthouse Service;
many of the most important activities of the Bureau of Labor;
all of the activities of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing;
the National Park Service and all of the wide-flung publie-
land services; the Reclamation Service; the work on rivers
and harbors as provided for in this bill and on public buildings
from one end of the country to the other; the maintenance of
St. Elizabeths Hospital, where 4,000 of our unfortunate boys
are being cared for; and the maintenance of soldiers’ homes
throughout the country. ;

By reason of the veto of this bill all of these activities, so far
as they are being carried on, are now absolutely without any
warrant of law so far as employments are concerned.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MONDELL. Can I have five minutes more?

Mr. GOOD. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman.

Mr. MONDELL. This bill carries an appropriation of $53,-
000,000 for military and naval family allowances of soldiers;
$75,000,000 for military and naval compensation of soldiers and
their families. Not a dollar of these sums can now be legally
paid. Not a dollar of them has been paid legally so far as it has
been paid since the 1st of July. But in order that the Congress
may have its attention called to the salaries of a few gentlemen
who do not want to be separated from the publie erib, in order
that the attention of the country might be called to the fact that
there is a possibility of a deficiency six or eight months from now
inone item, all of these great appropridtions for our soldiers and
our sauors. their wives, widows, and orphans, are nullified, held
up, deprived of legal sanction.

Why, even the flunkies at the doors of the White House are
employed, and have been since the: fxt of July, by reason of this
veto without warrant of law. If there is anybody being paid
there now he is being paid contrary to law and employed contrary
to law.

If the Panama Canal is carrying commerce to-day it is doing it
without legal sanction for expendifures. If they are taking seals
at the Pribilef Islands they are doing it without warrant of law.
If they are surveying lands for settlément they are doing it with-
out warrant of law. If they are paying the widows and orphans
of soldiers and the crippled soldiers themselves they are doing it
without warrant of law.

I would regret to express on the floor of this House my honest
opinion as to the motives, purposes, and intent of this absolutely
unnecessary and unjustifiable veto of a great appropriation bill.
[Applause on the Republican side.] Tying up the activities of
the country everywhere for the alleged cure of something that
is curable, if it needs cure, through the ordinary processes of the
Government and without recourse to this revolutionary pro-
cedure. If the President had been at the seat of government
when this bill was passed and had wanted to veto it, it might
have been done without creating this condition of chaos and con-
fusion. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL., Yes.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman is cheered by his side of the
House when he says that it is an unnecessary veto. Why did not
the gentleman move to pass it over the President's veto? [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] If it is such a clear case as the
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.gentleman says it is, and wholly unnecessary, why did not the
‘gentleman give us the opportunity-to pass it over the veto?

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Texas is.a very shrewd,
smart, astute gentleman, and he does not believe in this veto any
more than I do. In his heart of hearts he knows there is such a
thing as taking advantage of an opportunity to appear to be
doing something for folks when you are not doing it. That is
the answer to his question. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr, BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Crazx].

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the speech just de-
livered by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Moxperr] would
have been a very good speech opposing this veto, but it comes
too late. The trouble is that the gentlemen on the Republican
side of this House who passed this bill originally over our in-
sistence to increase the appropriation to rehabilitate our
crippled soldiers did not want to toe the mark and vote on
the question of the veto, becnuse the President's veto is right
and proper. That is all there is to this hullabaloo here to-day;
merely that and nothing more.

I am more in favor of this veto than I have been of any veto
message the President ever sent to this House. [Applause on
the Democratic side.] I am in favor of doing everything pos-
sible for the comfort and prosperity of the American soldiers,
especially those who are wounded or crippled in battle. There
was nothing secret about this thing. This is not the first time
that a messiage was ever referred to a committee, but the case
that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CaaeBerr] cited is not
parallel to this. That message that he was talking about was
referred to the Committee on Public Lands for the purpose
of killing it in the committee. Nobody had any idea of killing
this veto, and it ought to have been put on its passage and those
who were in favor of it given a chance to vote to uphold the veto.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes,

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. What was the reason for re-
ferring the President’s veto of the Army appropriation bill in
19167

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not remember. There are lots
of things that I do not ecarry about in my head.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. In that case the veto message,
together with the bill vetoed, was referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs, and four days later a new bill was reported
back and passed without a roll call.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is true. I do not remember
ihe circumstances of the case.

Mr., CAMPBELL of Kansas. That is a parallel of this case.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The principal part of the speech
of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Moxperr] is a whine
against the President of the United States. His objection or
criticism divides itself into two parts. The first is that the
President went to Europe and the second that he vetoed the
bill. I am going to give my opinion about both matters. The
President of the United States had as much right to go to
Europe as he had to go to Baltimore. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] I said that from the start. There had grown up
in this country the delusion that the President of the United
States could not go outside of the country, and when President
Taft and Gen. Diaz met on the bridge at El Paso, and each
one stood on his own side of the fence and they had some kind
of a confabulation down there—that performance confirmed
that delusion in the minds of the American people. The gen-
tleman from Kansas has a bill or a resolution or something
of the sort providing that no President of the United States
shall leave this country. I suggest to him that he is locking
the barn after the horse has gone. [Laughter.] No other
President except President Wilson ever went to Europe or
anywhere else outside of the country.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. And never will.

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. Maybe never will, but that reso-
lution or bill—which is it?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kangas. A bill

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of the gentleman from Kansas is
not intended to be passed. It is intended to be an indirect as-
sault on Woodrow Wilson, President of the United States.
[Applanse on the Democratic side.]

Let me tell you something that I remember that happened
some years ago. When I think of it it makes me wonder that
the gentleman from Kansas did not bring in a resolution censur-
ing Woodrow Wilson for leaving the United States, because he,
Mr. Caxrnecn of Kansas, when Col. Roosevelt was in the very
zenith of his power and fame, had the courage to stand up here
on the floor of the House and take President Roosevelt's hide
off in pieces as big as a saddle skirt, and when he got through

with that speech I told him that if it were proper for Congress
to do so, if Congress had any jurisdiction over the case at all,
I would be glad to move that Marshall Ney’'s name be stricken
out of history as the bravest of the brave and the name of
the gentleman from Kansas inserted in its place. [Laughter
and applause.] Why did not the gentleman live up to the
ﬁntation for courage that I have given him? I do not
owW.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, I waited until the President's
return from his mission to Europe.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will tell you what you want,
every one of you over on the Republican side. You want to
find some kind of fault with the President of the United States.

Mr, KNUTSON. May I not suggest to the gentleman that
the President is making it very easy for us to do so?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, no; he is not. You are en-
tirely mistaken. The President of the United States has more
power than any man on the face of the green earth.

Mr, KNUTSON. Too much—too much '

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Perhaps he has too much; but he
has it. That is the main fact. While you Republicans have a
majority of 43 in the House and a majority of 2 in the Senate,
still you lack a good deal of having the coign of vantage in the
political fight that you are precipitating in this House from
day to day. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

I have not always agreed with President Wilson, and I never
do agree with everything that any man who ever lived does, and
never will. Men with braing in their heads and courage in
their hearts do not have to agree with any particular man
about everything that he does and everything that he asks.
[Applause.] When I have differed with him I have come out
into the open and fought like a man, taking all the slander,
lie¢, and filth which editors, hoping for some reward, could
heap on me. I have not sidled in and sidled out as the gentle-
man from Wyoming and his followers are doing to-day. When I
think he is right I propose to support him, footh and nail. I
shall give him the benefit of the doubt every time as to whether
he is right or wrong. If he is palpably wrong, I shall fight
him or any other man that ever sits in the White House. Cer-
tainly the great Republican Party does not propose to reduce
itself simply to a concentrated growl. [Laughter and applause
on the Democratic side.] That is exactly what you are all doing.
The whole speech of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Moxs-
DELL] was nothing but a growl, and he is getting to be the great-
est growler on the American continent, bar none. [Laughter
and applause on the Democratic side.]

Anybody can find fault. That is one of the easlest perform-
ances known among men. Any plug can go out with an ordi-
nary telescope and find spots on the sun. They are there; they
have always been and always will be, but notwithstanding the
spots the sun continues to warm and light and fructify the
world. [Applause on the Democratic side.] You can talk all
you please about spots upon the present President of the United
States, but notwithstanding the fact stands forth that by the
verdict of the clvilized world he is the foremost man in all the
world. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. UPSHAW. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. For a question.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Tennessee
yield me an additional five minutes?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I yield the gentleman from Mis-
sourl five minutes additional.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not hear what the gentleman
from Georgia said. 5

Mr, UPSHAW, It was just a friendly question.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. If it is friendly, all right. I did not
start out to pass any eunlogy on President Wilson. He needs
none. Like Daniel Webster said about Massachusetts, “ There
she stands and you can judge for yourselves,” and there is not a
man in the House who has any respect for his own reputation,
both for intelligence and veracity, not a single one, who will
deny that by the universal suffrage of America he stands at the
top of the heap. Now, if any of you want to deny it I will
stop long enough to hear you deny it. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.]

Now, about this veto. Of course, it is sidetracked by the com-
mittee, and we will never get a chance to vote on it now. I have
great respect for the Speaker, but I think he ruled wrong; but
that does not make any difference here or there. What we want
to do, and I believe the Republicans, the bulk of them, want to do
toward this particular proposition, is to give all the money that
is needed to take care of and educate these wounded soldiers.
[Applause.] And as far as I am individually concerned, I thank
God the President vetoed that bill. [Loud applause.] I yield
back the remainder of my time.

L
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The CHATRMAN. The gentleman yields back three minutes.

Mr. GOOD, Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from Tennes-
see to yield some time.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I yield eight min-
utes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD].

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, when we had up for consideration in the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union the sundry civil
appropriation bill carrying an item of $4,000,000 for the purpose
of administering the powers of the Federal Board for Vocational
Rehabilitation of wounded soldiers I had a rather earnest col-
loquy with some of the members of the Committee on Appro-
priations upon the assertion made by me, and vouchsafed for by
other members of the Committee on Education, that the amount
carried in the bill, especially as reparted back by the conferees
after an agreement with the conferees on the part of the Senate,
was totally inadequate for the emergent need of that great or-
ganization, and I.challenged the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Goop], the chairman of the committee, at that time to state cate-
gorically whether or not he was in a position to assert that in
view of the testimony before his committee up to that date he
was willing to give to the House the assurance that the sum of
§6,000,000 finally agreed upon, in view of all the appropriations,
was ample for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions
of the amendment to section 1 of the original act and also the
general administrative purposes of the board as provided for in
the original act. =

I asserted then that it was impossible for those figures to
come up to the necessities of the situation, for the reason that a
few days prior to that oceasion this House by unanimous vote
had passed a law amending section 2 of the original act by the
terms of which law the Federal Board for Vocational Rehabili-
tation took over under their exclusive jurisdiction from the
Bureau of War Risk Insurance at that time approximately
4,000 additional soldiers, making a sum total in anticipation of
their immediately giving at that time something over 7,000
men. It was then, as it is now, gentlemen of the committee,
a mere matter of mathematics, based upon the pay of $80 a
month for single men and $100 for married men, to establish
that the appropriation of $6,000,000 carried by that act amend-
ing section 2 was only sufficient for the purposes of that amend-
ment, and it did not make any provision whatever for all the
other general expenses of the board at that time.

Mr. DEWALT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BANKHEAD. My time is limited ; ask a brief question.

Mr. DEWALT. Are there not practically now 14,000 instead
of 7,0007 Is not the pay increased from $80 to $85 for single
men and to $115 for married men?

Mr. BANKHEAD. I was coming to that, and I thank the
gentleman for the suggestion. Gentlemen, when we passed thig
original bill creating this great department of our Government,
a new adventure in the history of our Republic, we did not
imagine the great scope that it was going to take, we did not
imagine the great area, so to speak, of the beneficence of this
Jegislation, and we did not rensonably anticipate the great num-
ber of wounded and disabled men who would come under its
provislons. At that time it was estimated that the maximum
number of all of our wounded and disabled who would come
under the provisions of the bill for all time would be 10,000
men, and up to this date, gentlemen of the committee, as sug-
gested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dewart], and,
as carried out by the testimony before the committee, they
already at this date have under their control, or will have very
soon, for vocational rehabilitation practically 14,000 wounded
and disabled soldiers, and at the rate of $100 a month, an aver-
age for 14,000 men, it is simply another matter of mathematics
for you to see that this appropriation of $12,000,000 we are pro-
viding for here by this amendment is not going to be sufficient
to carry out the purposes of this great law, and that hereafter
this board will have to come back to Congress for additional
appropriations, The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mo~NbpELL],
the leader of the Republican Party upon this floor, made a vigor-
ous criticism of the President of the United States for sending
in this veto; but, gentlemen, I submit for your consideration
that the contention of those of us here upon this floor when this
matter was up that this money is needed—as a justification and
vindication of the righteousness and justice and humanity of
the President of the United States action in vetoing this appro-
priation—is the fact that the Committee on Appropriations has
brought in a bill sustaining his position as to the amount re-
quired, and very largely liberalizing the restrictions upon the
amount of salaries to be paid.

But, gentlemen, in its real essence and analysis this is not a
partisan question, and I think it is rather to be regretted that

&

any element of partisanship should come into discussion of this
great proposition. These wounded and disabled soldiers are
the wards of this great Nation until they have received fully
and completely the benefits of this legislation, and every Mem-
ber of this House is, in his duty here, a trustee of their in-
terest, and upon a fair and legitimate presentation of the fact
showing their necessities, called upon to vote every dollar, not
in a stingy, miserly way, but, upon the contrary, in a generous
and, I am almost tempted to say, an extravagant manner if
necessary.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I would like two more
minutes,

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I yield two more minutes to the
gentleman, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Gentlemen, I think it unfortunate that
the restriction upon the salaries should have been fixed. I
believe sincerely in the integrity, and not only the integrity but
in the wisdom and ability and honesty of those men who are
administering this great law. I have no personal interest in
any of them. None of them, I believe, comes from my section
of the country at all. But they have been men called into the
service in this emergency in this great cause, many of them
against their real will Take the case of Dr. Prosser, the
director, and he is still, as a matter of fact, superintendent of
that great Dunwiddle Institute, out in Minnesota, and it is
only by the courtesy of the board of trustees of that institution
that his services are temporarily assigned to the Government
of the United States. They tallkk about his salary. He was get-
ting, as president of that institution, the sum of $10,000 per
annum, his salary from the Government, If you will make
an investigation, yon will find that there are a number of these
other men who are selected for their eapacity, for their excel-
lence of knowledge upon these questions that necessarily go
into consideration in making them capable of administering
this law, and that they are men who in private avocations and
pursuits earn equally as large amounts of salary as those the¥y
are now pald.

Under the limitation of time I can not discuss the provisions
of this amendment minutely. I rejoice in the interest, at least
in the temporary interest, in the wounded and disabled and
handicapped and stricken young men of this Republic, who
have become so in the service of the flag. Because we stood up
here and pleaded in their behalf the other day, we rejoice in
the President's veto, which, as indicated by the report brought
in by the committee, has resulted in doubling the amount, and
we trust will suffice for a large part of the fiscal year to carry
out the necessity of caring for those soldiers. [Applause.]

Mr. BYRNS of Tennesse. Mr. Chairman, I yield eight minutes
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. DoNovax].

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman and gentleman, first I want
to pay my respects and compliments to the Committee on Ap-
propriations. I believe it realized that it made an error and
that it has tried to correct it. I do not think that a discussion
whether the request for the appropriation was made in a cer-
tain form, or how it was made, enters here. I do not think that
any action that has been taken up to this time has any particu-
lar weight; that is, such action as is against the bilL

It seems to me it reduces itself to this simple proposition:
This great Government of ours, by this Congress in its enact-
ment, has decided that it is going to rehabilitate the soldiers/
It is a problem, a definite problem, and with it there are cer-
tain avenues and elements. What are they? You are either
going to carry out and solve that problem for the benefit o
these men and, secondarily, for the benefit of our country, or .
you are going to put a guietus on it. My opinion is that you
are going to solve it.

Now, what is the problem? To-day there are 5,200 crippled
men in training. What does that mean? It means that those
5,200 men will be employed, or engaged in receiving that train-
ing, for an average of 10 months. Does it cost anything for the
training? Yes. How much? The tuition is $17 a month, anfl
by reason of an amendment of the second section of the wagp-
risk insurance act there was transferred an appropriation and
a duty and a function which belonged to the War Risk In-
surance Board, to the Vocational Board, and made a law here
which said that during the training period of these crippleci
men they must be supported.

The bill brought in here asked for $75, but this House in its
discretion and judgment, which I think wise, enacted a law,
which has been signed by the President and is now on the
statute books, which gives to the single man 380 and gives
to the married man $100 a month, plus his tuition of $17 a
month, and, for 10 months’ training at $117 a month, for a
year it totals $1,400. Plus that $117 a month to the married

SN
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man there is allowed by allotment $15. If he perchance has
one child, he is allowed $10 additional. If he has two chil-
dren, the second child is allowed'$7. 50; if he has, three. children,
$5 for the third child, and §5 for every snccee&lng child. The
gingle man is allowed $80 withont dependents,” but if he has
dependents—and while it may seem a misnomer for a single
man to have dependents, it is a fact that he has them—he is
allowed for his parents $10 each, and then a gradation down,
for his brother, 85, and it goes on down until it reaches his
father-in-law. So you can see that the average, where there
is a dependent of any of these men, goes from $80 to $11T a
month. Twelve months’ training_equals $1,400. Now, there
dre actually being trained 5,200 men. Multlply that number
bs; §1,400, and see what the tfotal is. It'will go considerably
oyer $6,000,000. When the appropriation was asked for by this
baard at the last time the sundry civiLbill was being. ‘considered,
itwas approximated on this basis. Theni,nthe "War Risk Insur-
ance Board gave but $35 for support"d g training, and they
averaged $40, There were 7,000 men then ascerfained:to need
training. There were 3,000 actually in’training. Four thousand
of those men were waiting transfer from the War Risk Insur-
ance Board to the Vocatlonal Board, und your act in amending
section 2 accomplished that. That was $90—$60_for support
and $30 was estimated during the training for tuition. Seven
ousand multiplied by $90 gives you what? It gives you
$6,300,000. The board came in and asked for $6,000,000. At
that time, my friends, there were but 3,000 actually in training,
and this was estimated. What has tmnspired since? There are
now awaiting survey and waiting for training 8,500'men. These
men are to average $100. Multiply. that by. the number—

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. DONOVAN. No; I have but little- ‘time, The géntleman
1s well prepared to take care of his part. We are friendly.
I will state only facts.

Now, what has this country done? What is Canada doing?
%!lladmhas a problem, my friends, of 40 per.cent less men in

ning than we have. We have-nearly 14,000 men ready now,

There have been surveyed 98,000imen by this board. Can-
ada, with her seven thousanaand' odd men in training, has appro-
priated $32,000,000, and we have now ready for tminlng ap-
proximately 14,000, and we are e%cted to do the physically
impossible thing with but $12,000,000 appropriated.

These funds, my friends, go only to the training and to the
support of these crippled men during training. What are

e expenses all of which are vital'and® necessary? There is the
traveling expenses of disabled soldiers, emergency medical
ciire, mechanical appliances, salaries and traveling expenses
of, employees, rent of district offices, equipment, prin]iﬁg. sup+
pliea. medical and communication. In fact,

$12,000,000 will not provide for these and many other

gs the board is ed to do in the registering, sur-
veying, medical examination, training, and placement of dis-
abled men.

Now, much has been said here abont the staff of this or-
ganization. I want to be “frank and honest. Each
side of the House indulges in it—I do not know what you would
call it; it may be politics or it mdy not be—but whatever it is
it is mixed with insincerity, and it has no candor to it, and
it does not stand the light of day if there is anything in the
administration of this department which needs investiga-
tion——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
‘York has expired.

Mr. DONOVAN. May I have five minutes more?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Ghnirman, I yield to the
gentleman five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is rec-
ognized for five minutes more.

Mr. DONOVAN. It is the fashion now_to investigate every-
thing, and if there is anything to which exception can be
tiken in the administrationof this’ depﬂ‘ﬁngent let “us investi-
gate and let us not whitewash it or do’'an injustice. If we find
anything wrong, do not stop with an “elaborate report which.
léads nowhere, such as we heard,Yiére “in"re'gard to the National
Security League, but let us seek an iddictment. Let us see
who these *terrible men” are, as has been suggested by
innuendo. Are they brok political hacks or not?
What are the requirements for "the w.b:k'! Can you take a
chauffenr out of a car and, ha.ve\him adninister this depart-
ment? Can you take a man’ outjof a dl;ch and put him at it?
My opinion, gained by observatldn and investigauon. is that
you must have trained executives.

I never heard of Dr. Prosser and never saw him until he
came before our commi He impressed me as a capable
man. He is an educated man, president of a Minnesota col-

‘rehabilitation of these

lege, an expert in this line, and a pioneer in the upbuilding
of the disabled man; he is efficient, practical, earnest, and sin-
cere. Sometimes these gualities are not all welded in a man
of superlative education. Then there was Dr. Chandler. Who
is he? He has been selected as the president of William and
Mary College, and he was Dr. Prosser’s assistant, giving his serv.
ices at a nominal compensation for this most noble work. Who
is Dr. Munroe? He is a prominent and successful Massachu-
setts business man., Who is Mr. McIntosh? He is a member
of the Federal Board for Vocational Education, appointed with
the then Cabinet members, with two other dlstinguiahed Ameri-
cans, by the President of the United States.

Gentlemen, let us be honest with them. Do you mean to
tell me these men are not men of the highest caliber? If they
have surrounded themselves with a staff or a kitchen cabinet,
unworthy of the exalted position which they occupy in the
administration of their sacred trust, let us see at once the wrong
is righted. But if they are such men as I describe, let those
in this House that are unjust and unfair forever hereafter
desist. We have a problem here, an earnest one, and I often
think that the facts have not been sufficiently explained. I
know that a Member of another body in this building made a
reference in error that the Vocational Board had another ap-
propriation. of $5,5600,000 for the training of soldiers. It is a
fact that there is such an ifem in the Army appropriation bill.
It is for the training of soldiers, oh, yes: but not for these
“soldiers. Tt is not for thie rehabihtation of disabled and ecrip-
pled soldiers. It is for the normal soldier man. Our great
Government made that an attraction to bring them into the
Army, and then to make them mechanics and electricians and
efficient in numerous branches of the arts and sciences.

In conclusion I want to say to you, gentlemen, that before
the committee of which I am a member, the Committee on Edu-
cation, there is pending a bill authorizing the appropriation
of $100,000,000 for the eradication of illiteracy, for the develop-
ment of Americanization, for the developing of equal oppor-
tunities in this great country, and yet when this $12,000,000
is asked for we hesitate and halt. I would vote $150,000,000
for a proposition to give education and the retraining of men
who are not educated and who answered the call of their coun.
try and went to battle and returned maimed and crippled, to
take them off the human scrap heap, where they would other-
wise be thrown as human derelicts or outcasts, and give them
an opportunity of hope and spirit, again make them a worthy
part of the Commonwealth, make them of advantage and value
to their country and to themselves.

Nineteen million dollars is the lowest amount that this re-
habilitation problem can be operated on for the present year,
and the balance between $12,000,000 and that sum will soon
be demanded of your committee, I know that it and no other
succeeding body of men is knowingly going to cripple this work
when the appropriation for it is asked, or where it is asked,
or what clothes a man wore when he asked it. If is a problem
in this couniry, and every man here is for it, and will vote for
the appropriation, and I sny “@Go to it, and God bless you all
for domg it.” [Applause.]

Mr. GOOD. Mr, Chairman, I yield three minutes to the gens
tleman from Nebraska [Mr, M_CLAUGIII.IN]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska is recog-
nized for three minutes.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska. Mr, Chairman, I have been
very much interested in the remarks of the gentleman [Mr, DoNo-
vArn] who has just left the floor. We are all agreed, I am sure,
on the general proposition under consideration. There is not a
.man here but wants to do everything that is necessary for the
valiant men.

We should re r, however, as was suggested by the ma-
jority leader a while ago, that Congress is in session and will be
in session, and that this is a matter where a deficit can be
allowed, and where & deficiency bill can be brought in later. Any
effort that may be made here to fasten upon anybody, either
Democrat or Republican, a desire to appropriate too little for
_this great and worthy_purpose I am sure is altogether unwar-
ranted. I know that every man here feels, in the language of
‘the great Master of men, that not one of us is worthy to stoop
down and loose the shoe latchets of one of these men who placed
his life upon the altar of his country,

But, Mr. Chairman, I have a keen appreciation of the intelli-
gence of the American soldier, and therefore I fear not from
his judgment and understanding of this question any effort that
may be made here to attempt to discredit anyone on this side of
the House, because it seems that possibly not enough was appro-’
priated for this great and worthy purpose.

The intelligent, efficient American soldier can detect a camou-
flaged political veto just as readily as any Member of this House,'

»
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They know that an additional appropriation could. have been
made within a week at any time, and would.hayve been made, for
this purpose. I do not think that the soldiers of this country,
from the days of the Civil War down to the present, have any
question in their minds as to who have been their friends, and
who will provide amply for them at any time necessity requires,
They will not discredit men in this House for seeking to keep
down unnecessary appropriations on all lines when there is a
deficit of from $2,000,000 to $4,000,000 a day in the public Treas-
ury, and when men in every line of industry are clamoring for a
reduction of taxes. We are glad and anxious to do everything
that is necessary, and we shall do everything that is required. I
believe with those who have already expressed the same convic-
tion on this floor that the exercise of the veto power at this time,
holding up all these great appropriations and handicapping so
many branches of the Government, was unwarranted, and that
it would have been far wiser to approve this measure and trust
to Congress to meet the deficit when it should occur.

Each Member here knows that this Congress will provide from
time to time every dollar that is necessary for the full and effec-
tual rehabilitation of every American soldier.

Mr. GOOD, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio,
Dr. FEss. :

Mr., FESS. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee,
there is one item in the amendment reported that I would like
to have modified if it does what I am sure it does, and which I
do not believe the committee intended it to do. It is that
paragraph which says that no person except the members of
the Federal Board for Vocational Education shall be paid by
said board out of the appropriation contained in this or any
other act.

The words * or any other act " would cover the Smith-Hughes
Vocational Act, and would exclude the present director of the
Vocational Bodard of Education, who is not a member of the
board.

Mr, GOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FESS. 1 yield to the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that on Sunday the
committee held a hearing, and it was stated in that hearing
that the present director intended to resign his position, and that
$6,000 was all they were going to require for any salary, that that
would be the limit, and that is one reason why the matter was
carried as it is

Mr, FESS. I regret to have that information, that Dr.
Prosser is going to resign from this board. My acquaintance
with him is of many years standing, and I know he came here
at a great loss in salary. Until recently he received $10,000 a
year, and a change was made to cut it to $7,500. Now, this cut
to $6,000 would, of course, lose him to us if he had not decided
voluntarily to retire. I do not care to take any time to eulogize
an individual. It is not a matter of legislation, and therefore I
do nothing more than simply to express regret at the information
I have just received, which is very sudden and supprising to me.
I did not know that we were about to lose him.

The Vocational Board is embarrassed over the rapidly in-
creasing demands for its work, that were not known when it
began to work. For example, I have a letter which indicates
that $6,000,000 would be all that would be required for this
work. That was written at a time when the soldiers had not
yet returned from Europe in great numbers, and the amount of
work was not well understood ; but there are 5,200 soldiers now
in training, and 8,500 more whose claims have been approved.

. That would make nearly 14,000 soldiers who are ready to take

the training, and at a very conservative estimate it will go
away beyond the amount that is here allowed. I am perfectly
frank to state that the amount is beyond anything that I had
in mind when I introduced the other bill.

Some are inclined to criticize, on the basis that the work is
growing too rapidly. If there was no limit to this I would be
in the same attitude of suspicion, but the growth is limited by
the number of disabled soldiers, and I do not want to be a party
to any legislation on the basis of cconomy that would deny
training to any disabled soldier, no matter how many there are
or how large the amount is. [Applause.] For that reason I
desist from any eriticism of the board for asking for the addi-
tional amount, and at the same time I share the desire of the
Committee on Appropriations to hold it within reasonable
bounds. But it is our business here, with the facts in mind, to
act according to the latest intelligence that we have.

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FESS. I yield to my friend.

Mr. DENISON. I agree with what the gentleman has stated,
and I was wondering if the gentleman from Ohio had found any-
one in this House who really differed with him on that proposi-
tion, and who was not willing to appropriate liberally or who
wanted to economize éspecially for this line of activity,

Mr, FESS. I agree with my friend from Illinois that there
is no disposition on the part of anyone to cut off the needed
training. There has been some misunderstanding as to the
facts. When we were considering the bill before, I confess
that my mind was not entirely clear as to the magnitude of
the demands of this work, and when the chairman of the Ap-
propriations Committee reported that the sundry ecivil bill
carried a certain amount, and indicated that it was a duplica-
tion, that statement immediately confused the minds of a good
many of us. However, it is not a duplication. Our bill which
passed the House the other day carried $6,000,000. This is
£6,000,000 more, making $12,000,000 in all for the use of this
board, and that is not as much as the present demands would
seem to indicate. That is, if we have 14,000 maimed soldiers
ready for training, and would put them immediately in training,
it will take more than the amount that is allowed. But I am
perfectly willing to rest in the conviction that the Congress
will meet that additional amount under an urgent deficiency
bill if it is presented, and the facts are shown that it is
needed. For that reason I am inclined to support the report
of the chairman of the commitiee, with the full intention of
doing everything in our power to take care immediately of
those who are in need of training. With that statement, with a
keen intensity of feeling of what we ought to do, I do not
hesitate to vote for the bill as it has come before the House
at this time. [Applause.]

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. UpsaaWw].

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman and. gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I stand for the man on erutches [applause] not because
I happen to be on crutches myself, but because there is a pathos
of appeal in any man who faces life with a handicap. If a crowd
of newsboys on the street come to me to sell papers, the little
fellow who is crippled gets the sale of even more than one if I
happen to have the change.

I want to emphasize what was said by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Fess]. If it be true that the highest salary to be paid
to the man at the head of this vocational training has been re-
duced to only $6,000, I am heartily in favor of increasing it. I
believe that any man who is big enough and great enough to
direct a work as great as this ought certainly to receive as much
pay as any Member of this Congress. If Dr. Prosser, to whom
such high tribute has just been paid by the gentleman from Ohio,
was commanding $10,000 a year as an expert before coming to
this voeational training leadership, this Government ought not
to expect such sacrifice of him. We owe our wounded soldier
boys the best that money can buy.

‘We are inspired to do our best for these soldiers when we
think of so many men and women who have fought their way
through life with a handicap, and have been a blessing to the
world. When we think of how the greatest history of Mexico
was written by Prescott, a man who was blind; when we think
of Alexander H. Stephens inspiring this House and ruling his
State from the throne of his rolling chair; when we think of
Joe F. Sullivan, of Arkansas and Michigan, brilliant editor of
the Hospital School Journal and author of “ The Unheard Cry,”
who can not walk a step; when we think of Fanny J. Crosby,
blind from childhood, writing songs for the comfort of millions
of hearts on earth, and which, I think, must be sung among the
hosts of the redeemed ; when we think of our honored colleague,
Mr. ScmALL, of Minnesota, who leans on his staff and with sight-
less eyes catches visions of beauty and of patriotism that make
him an inspiration to us all; and when we think of these brave
spirits who were willing to give their all, who come back to us
with armless sleeves or staggering on crutches or with sightless
eyes, reaching their hands to the Nation for which they were
ready to give their lives, I want to go on record, Mr. Chairman
and gentlemen of the committee, as standing for everything, and
perhaps a little more, that these brave boys need. When one
faculty is lost the others are intensified, and it is wonderful and
inspiring to contemplate how a man who has been maimed in
body can have his remaining faculties developed in power and
efliciency, but expert training is necessary to that development,
and I stand unequivocally for this appropriation, and for any-
thing else that may be necessary to help these brave heroes under
handicap do their efficient best for themselves and for the Nation
that loves them so well. [Applause.]

Mr, McLAvcHLIN of Nebraska, Mr. BANkHEAD, and Mr. DoNo-
vAN had leave to revise and extend their remarks.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, the
gentleman from Wyoming saw fit in his remarks to criticize the
President for having vetoed the sundry eivil bill on account of
the fact that it failed to carry what he considered a sufficient
appropriation for the rehabilitation of the soldiers. And yet the
gentleman from Wyoming, by his support of the amendment
preposed by the Committee on Appropriations raising that ap-
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propriation, indicates his entire concurrence with, the President
in the fact that the former sundry civil,‘!_:i]l{_ ailed to carry a
sufficient amount for the_rehabilitation of 'the soldiers. As has
been suggested, entertaining the views expressed:on'the.floor of
the House, the gentleman from Wyoming,‘,instead'ot,asld.ng'that
this bill be referred to the Committee on“Appropriations, should
have immediately asked the House to pass the bill, notwith-
standing the veto by the President. Hissupport of an increased
appropriation is in itself an indorsement of the veto of the
President and entirely inconsistent with his recent remarks,

As a matter of fact, all of the public activities to which the
gentleman from Wyoming refers,are being carried on at the
present time. We know that there will absolutely be no
hindrance or let-up in this work. It is true there is at the
present time no appropriation for the maintenance, but every-
one understands that this bill will become a law in a few day
and that there will be absolutely no embarrassment in any
these activities,

The statement has been made to the,effect.that under a Demo-
‘cratic House in February last only $2,000,000 was appropriated
for this identical purpose. The bill which passed the House in
February carried an appropriation of $2,000,000 and made avail-
able the $2,000,000 that had theretofore been appropriated. It
appeared at that time that the needs of the Vocational Board
were only $4,000,000.

I think the report of the committee was $1,500,000 and the
committee raised it on the floor of the House to $2,000,000.
There was no objection made on the part of anyone that that
sum was insufficient, and so far as I know there was no objec-
tion on the part of the Vocational Board. The facts are that at
that time, as it is now, the Vocational Board was not in a posi-
tion to say just how much money they needed. A Member
has only to read the hearings held by the subcommittee of the
Committee on Appropriations last Sunday; to ascertain that fact.
As a matter of fact, when the Committee on Appropriations re-
ported the bill at this session of Congress it reported an appro-
priation of $4,000,000 for the Vocational Board, and that was all
that they were asking under authority of law. It is true that
they had sent a letter to the chairman of the committee, in"which
they indicated they might need $8,500,000. But so far as I have
?en able to ascertain the Vocational Board, up to the 1st of

une, believed that they would not need more than $8,500,000.

Mr. QUIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BYRNS of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. QUIN. Could not they have come in at any time before a
succeeding Congress and got all they needed?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. BANKHEAD. But doeg the gentleman approve of that
method of legislation?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. No; I do not. I do not approve
of deficiency legislation except whénabsolutely, necessary.

I think that Congress, when,it can determine the facts, should
appropriate every dollar that-is necessary for the ensuing fiscal
year, but here is a case where even the members in charge of
the work, where even the members of the Vocational Board,
are unable to give to Congress just how much they will need.

Mr. DENISON. Is it not a fact that in an emergency like
war, or the conditions growing out of war, there are a great
many activities as to which, as a matter of absolute necessity,
under the circumstances there can be no accurate estimate
made? For instdnce, like the Army or the Navy, or for this
kind of a service,

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee, The gentleman is correct.

Mr. DENISON. And under those “conditions the practical
way to meet them is by a deficiency.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The gentleman is correct. My
remarks as to want of information on the part of the Voca-
tional Board are not intended as a criticism, because we all
know that it is impossible for them now to say just how many
disabled soldiers and sallors will apply for this training and
will be entitled to it. Those are facts which must be developed
as we go along. The point I was trying to make is this, that
when this present sundry civil appropriation bill was reported
to the House, the only estimate before the Committee on Ap-
propriations was one for §4,000,000, and when I refer to-an esti-
mate I refer to an estimate coming in the legal way, through
the Secretary of the Treasury. As I sald a moment ago, there
was a letter addressed to the chairman of the committee which
indicated they would need about two million and a half in
addition to the sum carried in the bill, amending section 2
of the original act, which would make eight million and a half;
and if that had been true then there could have been no injury
done to this service by the passage of the sundry civil appropria-
tion bill, which carried $6,000,000. But a different state of facts
was evidently presented to the President and also presented to
the Committee on Appropriations last Sunday, & that

-they, will need a great deal more_ than $6,000,000. The fact of,
the’ matter is, from the statements made as to the number of
‘men who’are now in_training, who have been accepted for train-
ing and who are expected*to apply, I do not think the sum of
$12,000,000 "will be anything like sufficient to carry on the work
throughout’the next fiscal year. I feel satisfied, however, that
the sum of'$12,000,000 which is carried under this bill will be
sufficient to earry them at least for six or eight months of the
year, so that Congress will have ample opportunity at the next
session to appropriate whatever is necessary. I do not believe
there is a man on the floor of the House who would deny the
disabled soldiers and sailors a single dollar that is necessary
to provide them with the proper training under the law.

There may be some difference as to the limitation upon the
question of salaries. There may be some who think there ought
not to be any limitation and others who think that the salary
limitation here is too liberal, This limitation authorizes the
Vocational Board to spend, I think, something in the neighbor-
hood of $850,000 for salaries to persons who draw more than
$2,500 a year, and the lid is off, the sky is the roof, so far as the
amount they may expend in salaries under $2,500 is concerned.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Is it not $£941,0007

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. That was the amount estimated by
the Federal Vocational Board, but I think the committee’s limita-
tion has reduced it by about $94,000.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I find the following in the language of the
proviso:

That no persons (except members of the Federal Board for Vocational
Education) shall be paid b{ sald board out of the appropriation contained
:nnn ‘t.&i; or any other act at a rate of compensation exceeding $2,500 per

Was it the purpose of the committee in framing that proviso
to restrict this limitation to the officials employed by the Federal
Board for the Rehabilitation of Wounded Soldiers, or was it in
the purview of the committee that this limitation should apply to
salaries paid to the old existing Board of Vocational Training?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. No; the members of the board are
especially excepted.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I mean the employees of that other board.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. It was the purpose of the commit-
tee to limit any salary that may be paid in this service by the
Federal Board to the sums =et out in the amendment. The gen-
tleman will recall that there are three or four employees, pos-
gibly, of the board'now who are drawing salaries from two dif-
ferent sources. In my own judgment it is contrary to a provi-
sion of law carried in one of the naval appropriation bills, but I
am informed that the Comptroller of the Treasury has passed on
it and says that it is proper. Of course, to his decision we must
bow, but the committee in recommending that provision to the
House did so with the purpose of preventing any salaries being
paid out of any other fund in order to supplement salaries set
forth in this amendment.

Mr. BANKHEAD. But the specific proposition T want to
clarify ig whether this is intended under the salary limitation
to embrace the employees of the original Voeational Board?

Mr, BYRNS of Tennessee. It applies to all of the employees.

AMr. BANKHEAD. And is not limited to those employed by
the board under the act for the rehabilitation of wounded sol-
diers. j

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. No. ;

Mr. BANKHEAD. Then it is new legislation restricting the .
salary basis of some men already on the roll of the Voeational
Board?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I will say to the gentleman that a
former hearing developed that $10,000 was being paid to one
employee, $5,000 from one fund and $5,000 from another. The
sundry civil bill which we passed fixed the maximum at $7,500.
The maximum salary under thisamendment is $6,000. That is in
accordance with an understanding with the members of the
Federal Vocational Board and was their own suggestion. They
stated to the committee that they did not desire to pay anyone
more than $6,000 and not more than two persons at the rate of

,000,

Mr. MADDEN. The restriction intended by the limitation is
to prevent some man who on the face of things is supposed to
get $5,000 from getting $10,0007?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. That is as it ought to be. A man ought not
be permitted to be on more than one pay roll, and that is what
this restriction means.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I agree with the gentleman.

Mr. FESS. I have just made an examination as to how far

this limitation will reach. There are 22 men now in the service

1 under the Smith-Hughes Act who will be cut out if this remains
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in the bilk
get $3,500 each. There are 2 assistants here in Washington who
get $4,000. These numbers that are specified here are limited to
the rehabilitation of soldiers’ activities. If this and any other
act remain, it is going to disorganize the work under the Smith-
Hughes vocational bill, and I think there was no effort to do that.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. There is no effort to disorganize
any service, I will say to the gentleman; but if the gentleman
will read this amendment he will find a most liberal provision as
to salaries, more liberal, I venture to say, than any other act that
has ever been passed through the Congress, and liberal because
of the fremendous organization that has been built up by the
Federal Board for Vocational Education. As a matter of fact,
the facts show that they now have an organization amounting
to §3,488,000 per annum, and your committee felt and believe
Congress will feel that it ought to keep its hand upon some of
these salaries and put in a limitation which seems ample enough
under all the circumstances. [Applause.]

Mr. FESS. I do not belleve my friend would say $3,500 for
a regional director was too much. There are 15 of them
throughout the whole United States, and the gentleman would
not say that that was an exorbitant price to pay them, and. this
bill will cut them: out——

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. No; this bill does not, I submit to
the gentleman, cut them out.

Mr, FESS. Yes, it does; this bill does cut them out.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. This bill provides for 28 in excess
of $3,500 and not in excess of $4,000

Mr. FESS. They are all employed under the soldiers’ rehabili-
tation aet.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. But under this bill there are 28
in excess of £3,500, 27 at $3,500,. which: makes more than 50.

Mr. FESS. But it does not include the regional directors
under the Smith-Hughes Act.. That includes those employed
under the soldiers' disability act.. You are going to eut out those
under the Smith-Hughes Aet, and I do not think the committee
wants. to' do that.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I will say frankly to the gentle-
man that my own idea of this provision was to limit the amount
of salaries, the: number paid, and the amount that might be
paid out of the funds provided in this bill and the aet which
passed the other day under the charge of the gentleman from
Ohio, and not to affect any other service.

Mr. FESS. I agree with the gentleman on that; but you. are
going back to the Smith-Hughes Act of 1918, which will cripple
the service, and I do not think the commitiee wants to do that.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The committee certainly has no
idea of crippling the service. I say to the gentleman this pro-
vides far salaries of persons reeeiving over $2,500, about $850,000
in round numbers, and then, as I said awhile ago; they have
abselutely unlimited! authority to employ just as many as they
please under $2,500.

The CHAIRMAN, ‘- The time of the gentleman has expired..

Mr. GOOD. Myr. Chairman—

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman; before the gentleman from
Towa begins speaking, I have something on my mind and I
would like to ask him a question..
Mr. GOOD. I yield for a question.

Mz, MADDEN. I understoed the gentleman from Tennessee

[Mr. Byrxs] to say that the salary roll that this board has

accumniated amounts to about $3,400,000 a year. Now, I wounld
like to know how much money they spend——

Mr. GOOD. I will take that up. I will try to answer the
gentleman before I have completed my statement, but I want to
make a statement in a logical way.

Mr. MADDEN, If the gentleman will yield, I want to know
the percentage of cost of management. If you are going to
expend 25 per cent of all the money for salaries, there ought to
be some restriction somewhere, I do not care whether it is for
the soldiers or for anyone else. [Applause.]

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. GOOD. I yield for a question.

Mr. FOSTER. Is it not a fact that when the other bill was
up from the Commitiee on Education that three motions were
made on this side of the House to increase the monthly amount,
two of which were unsuccessful and the third was successful,
and that all three of those motions to increase the monthly
allowance came from this side of the House? Is not that a faet?

Mr. GOOD. I have not given attention to that phase of the
matter and do not recall, but if the gentleman was here and
remembers what was done, I will take his statement for it. I
want to say now at the outset I do not believe——

Mr. FOSTER. If the gentleman will pardon me in this
connection——

Mr. GOOD. I do not yield further just now.

Mr, FOSTER. It was by a vote of 62 to 57.

There ave 15 regional directors under that bill who. |

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman; I do not believe the public will
or should look with approval upen any attempt from any source,
I do not care how high that source may be, to drag in the mire
of party politics the rehabilitation of our soldiers. The rights
of the injured soldier are too sacred and our obligation therein
is too great to think this should be done. [Applause on the
Republican side.] I say without fear of successful contradiction
that if the sundry civil bill as passed by the House in the last
Congress had become law, only $2,000,000 would have been avail-
able to rehabilitate the soldiers who were so unfortunate as to be
wounded in this Great War. This Congress has already appro-
priated $6,000,000 for the service and we are appropriating
$6,000,000 by this bill, or $12,000,000, as opposed to $2,000,000 in
the last Congress. Now, let us get down to the solid facts and
see just what we are talking about with regard to the veto of
this measure. Under the law there never was sent to Congress
but one estimate for this service for this fiscal year, and that
was $4,000,000. Subsequently, from the Committee on Education,
there came a bill section 2 of the act carrying $6,000,000
of appropriations, and that bill passed and has become the law,
and every dollar of it is available for rehabilitation services.

The director, Dr. Prosser, on the 6th day of June, 1919, ad-
dressed a letter to the chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions in which. he said that if the bill, coming with a favorable
report from the Committee on Education, carrying $6,000,000,
should be adopted, then the estimate which he had made in a
letter to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, in-
creasing the regular estimate of $4,000,000 to $6,000,000, eould
be reduced by $3,500,000, which would leave available:$8,500,000.
for the service: And until the President vetoed this bill there
was never an infimation from anyone that the service would
cost more than $8,500,000 for the next yean

The gentleman, Dr. Prosser, who has been referred to as a
very able man by Dr. Fess, made the statement when this
measure was before the committee before that the total cost
for the entire service for rehabilitating every man in the United
States was $13,502,200, and that it would require for the fiscal
year $6,000,000, or until the 30th day of June, 1920. You will
find' his table on page 19 of the report in the last hearings, It
is as follows:

Total cost of work to be dome (cstimated).
mé[:s%?' men trained for 10 months each, at average cost of!

$12, 455, 000

27,360 men to be placed in employment, at $20 each.____ M'l”, 200
60,000 additional men yet to be surveyed, at cost of $10

per man 600, 000

Total cost of work from June 27, 1918____________ 13, 602, 200

The Federal Board of Voeational Education is composed of
the Secretary of Agriculture, the Secretary of Commerce, the
Secretary of Labor, the Commissioner of Education, Mr. Holden,
Mr. McIntosh, and Mr. Munroe. I have no prejudice, and I am
sure  the other members of the subcommittee that heard the
testimony both in this Congress and in the last Congress have
no prejndice against any of these men or against the director,

. Prosser. The men were unknown: to us. I never knew any
of them, except the members of the Cabinet, and they lhave not
appeared before the committee. But I say to you without re-
gard to polities there was no division in the Committee on
Appropriations, either in the last Congress or in this, with re-
gard to the fact that there never was a body of men anywhere
intrusted with a great work who seemed to know as little about
the subject, who had as small a vision of the great work with
which they were intrusted or were attempting to perform as
this board to whom we have intrusted the rehabilitation of
these boys who have been so unfortunate as to be wounded in
this Great War. These boys that were wounded are entitled
to rehabilitation under this act and have the tenderest sympathy
of every Member of the House. [Applause.] And they should
have the tenderest and deepest sympathy of every loyal and true
American. And I believe they have. I have stated several
times on the floor of the House that Congress would not and the
country would not tolerate any cheeseparing with regard to this
service. And if the President had signed this bill, and if the
limitations were too rigid, if the money carried was found too
little, he could have come before the committee or had some one
else come before the committee, and within 48 hours he would
have received a favorable report, lifting the limitation to the
extent that the service would not be impaired. That has been
the attitude of the Committee on Appropriations, every member
of it, without regard to the political parties to which those
members belong, so far as I know.

The President says in his message on this subject:

Inasmuch as there are already over 4,000 disabled soldiers, sailors, .

and marines in training, and inasmuch as another 4,000 will be put in
training now that the amendment to seetion 2 has become a law, it is
¢lear t even at the rate of only $50 a month, a sum approximaunz
$£8,000,000 will be required for the support of these men,

\
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TWhe told the President that? Mr. Munroe says it is not true.
Mr. Munroe says he did not tell it, and he does not know who did’
tell the President. Eight thousand men? Four thousand in train-
ing, and 4,000 ready for training. Mr. Munroe testified within
three days of the date the President wrote that message that
instead of 4,000 in training there were 5,200. Instead of 4,000
more waiting there were 8,250 waliting. The President says
8,000. The vice president of this organization says there are
almost 14,000, The President says it will take $8,000,000 to pay
for the subsistence and tuition of these men. The vice president
of the board, within two days after the President’s message,
says that it would take $18,000,000 to pay this cost. And yet
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] rises here and says
that he supports this message. I do not know where the Presi-
dent got the information, but Mr. Munroe denies its correctness.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GOOD, For a question.

Mr. BRYNS of Tennessee. The gentleman will reeall, from
the veto message of the President, that the $8,000,000 will be
used totally for subsistence?

Mr. GOOD. Of course, the gentleman is correct about that.
That is what I have read.

Now, immediately after the passage of this law this man who
has been so loudly praised by my very good friend, Dr. FEss,
sent this message throughout the United States, for which I
contend there is absolutely no warrant, and that it is at vari-
ance with the facts. His message was:

Under legislation just passed there must be drastic reduction of
salaries unless, as we hope, some way can be found to prevent it.
Therefore, withdraw immedlately all forces from hospitals and other

oints of discharge and discontinue this ce at once. Readjust your
orces by releasing a number of men equal to the number so withdrawn,
Retain the best gualified men. Inform all men remaining in the service
who are recelving over $2,500 that such excess can not be guaranteed
after July 1. Urge all good men to stick by the disabled soldier to see
if the matter can not be straightened out.

Notwithstanding that message, the bill that he referred to car-
ried 52 places with salaries over $2,500. Is it possible that a
man violating the statutes of the United States that provide that
no man shall receive two salaries, and this man so receiving
two salaries, and is sending out such a false telegram, is the
kind of a man to bring rehabilitation to those boys who were
wounded in carrying the flag to glory? It ought not to be pos-
sible. [Applause.]

Now, Mr. Munroe says that the cost per man was $275. And
my good friend——

Mr. MADDEN. Two hundred and seventy-five dollars for how
iong?

Mr. GOOD. For the complete training. Dr. Fess referred to
that fact in his speech, I think, of February 24, in which he said:

The truth about the matter—

I am quoting now from the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Fess]—

The truth about the matter is, and I want to call attention to it just
a minute, that it costs $275, according to the estimate, to rehabilitate a
soldier, Think of it! Two hundred and seventy-five dollars in takin
a wounded man and putting him on his feet and making him self-
supporting and self-respecting, so that he does not become a charge on
the Government, but can look the world in the face and not feel that he
is a pensioner, a subject of charity; and get we educate in universities
and under private management students at a cost of $1,000 to $2,000.

Now, Dr. I'ess is one of the very ablest men on the floor of
{his House. It takes an expert of the kind referred to, I take
it, in the President’s message, to fool Dr. Fess. But Mr. Munroe
and Dr. Prosser completely fooled him. What are the facts?
According to the testimony of these men last Sunday, it will
take, not $275, but for subsistence and tuition alone $1,400 for
each man,

Mr. MADDEN. Does that $1,400 include the salary of the
men that spend this money each year?

Mr. GOOD. It does not. That is for maintenance and tui-
tion. I have a letter here as to the men who are now em-
ployed and placed on the pay roll at salaries of $2,500 and
over per annum, showing that they will draw out of the
Federal Treasury this next year on the present basis of em-
ployment $841,000.

Al, but that is not all. Gentlemen talk about the rehabili-
tation. This message pleads more for the rehabilitation of the
college professor than it does for the soldiers of the United
States, [Applause.] Why, this letter just written this morn-
ing by the board says:

In response to your telephonic request, I take pleasure in advising
you that the pay rolls for personal services of persons employed in the
administration of vocational rehabilitation act during the month of
June, 1919, amounted to $201,719.80, This amount multiplied by 12
equals $3,488,537.60.

Remember that this is not to pay for teachers or the salary
of the men who will train these men. This is the salary of the
chair warmers—the men for whose rehabilitation the message
pleads. And yet, according to the testimony of Dr. Prosser, this

*great expert, it was only going to require about $13,000,000 for
three years to pay all of the expenses of the rehabilitation of
every soldier who will come under the provisions of that very
Lsplendid law, 3 -

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GOOD. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. FESS. The $13,000,000 was arrived at under the esti-
mates of the old law, which permitted $30 per month for sub-
sistence, while the new law gives them $80 a month, which is
more than double.

Mr. GOOD. Well, the gentlemen has not stated that exactly.
correct, The change was made from $75 to $80 a month, or an
increase of $5 per month, but there was, of course, an amount
equal to $35 a month transferred from the Bureau of War Risk
Insurance and now part paid by the board.

Mr. FESS. Originally it was $30 a month that the disabled
soldier got as subsistence, but now we make it $80, and that
makes the difference.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question? y

Mr. GOOD. I will as soon as I shall have concluded. If the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Fess] will make a computation, he
will find that the changes will not foot anything like $1,400. I
want to give the House these facts, and then I will yield.

Mr. MADDEN. But these facts that I have are facts that the
House ought to have.

Mr. GOOD. I will try to give the House the facts which I
think it ought to have first. Then I will yield.

Mr. MADDEN, Then the House has no rights here.

Mr. GOOD. Yes; it has. But no one has the right to take a
man off the floor. I do not yield.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa refuses to yield.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Munroe, in making his statement to the
committee, said that the I"ederal Board for Vocational Educa-
tion never knew that there was a limitation as to salaries in
this provision that was carried in the last bill. The bill that
passed the House in February, carrying $2,000,000, placed a
limitation on the salaries that these people could receive, and
that limitation was greater, and everybody in the House, irre-
spective of whether he was a Republican or a Democrat, voted
for it. That limitation was greater than the limitation in the
bill which the President vetoed, and yet Mr. Munroe and Mr.
MeIntosh came before the committee on Sunday last and said
they never knew that limitation was in the bill.

Now, let us see whether they knew or not. On the 6th day of
June Mr. Prosser addressed a letter to me as chairman of the
committee, and in that letter he says:

The House Committee on Apl:mlpriatlons reported to the committee
the whole lump appropriation of $1,600,000 on motion of Mr. BYrRNS of
Tennessee, the chairman of the subcommittee in charge of the appro-

riation, and this amount was raised in the Committee of the Whole to
2,000,000, and included In an item in the sundry civil bill as it passed
the House. :

Why, Dr. Prosser knew who made the motion increasing the
amount from $1,500,000 to $2,000,000, and yet they came before
us on Sunday last and said they did not know what was in the
bill that they referred to in this letter, giving the amount that
the bill carried and the name of the gentleman who made the
motion, Mr. Munroe, who is vice chairman in charge of this
matter, never made an estimate to Congress under the Secre-
tary of the Treasury but for $4,000,000 for this service for the
next year. He wrote that letter saying that if the $6,000,000 was
granted in the educational bill all the additional amount that
would be required was $2,500,000, or $8,500,000 in all. Then he
withheld from Congress and the Committee on Appropriations
all the information he had in regard to this service until last
Sunday, when he came before the committee, and for the first
time that human lips uttered the words, so far as I am advised,
Mr, Munroe said it is going to take $18,000,000 just to pay for
the training and the tuition, and he thinks the total sum may,
amount to $25,000,000. And no estimate even now for any addi-
tional amount.

Gentlemen, the estimate was made last October of $4,000,000,
when this country was at war, and every day the wires were
flashing the news to various parts of the country, to the cities
and to the hamlets and the towns, telling of some brave boy who
was falling in battle; and it was at that time, when the list of
wounded was growing day by day, that this great committee of
experts said it would only cost $4,000,000 for this year. And
now, six months after the armistice was signed, they come in
and think it may take $25,000,000 for this service. DBut they do
not know ; that nobody knows. Now, it was on this showing that
the committee reported out a bill carrying $6,000,000 additional
to the $6,000,000 already appropriated, or $12,000,000, which is
ten millions more than was carried in the bill as it passed the

House in the last Congress. It may not be enough, but if it is
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pot, all that will be necessary will be for the board to submit & |
appropriated. There is

new estimate and the money will the
absolutely ne question about that. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has

. All time has expired. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk began the reading of the bill

Mr. MADDEN. WMr. Chairman, T understand that the first :
reading of the bill was dispensed with under the rule. Was
it not?

The CHAIRMAN. This is not the first reading of the bl.ll.
This is the reading of the bill for amendment.

Mr. MADDEN. I understand there is no amendment but the

new matter, I ask unanimous consent that the second reading
1 vides that you can not amend any part of this bill except one
CHAIRMAN, The Chair would entertain the proposi- |
tion, but, unfortunately, the House has already ruled that the

of the bill be dispensed with, except as to the new matter.
The

bill shall be read.
unanimous consent.

This committee can not change that rule by

Mr. MADDEN, When yon get through with the paragraph, .

I would like recognition. Nobody knows when you finish a
paragraph, because we have not a copy of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will request the Clerk to indi-
cate when he reaches the end of the paragraph.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, we are in ecommittee now, and
notwithstanding the rule, it seems to me it would be in order
for the committee to rise, if it sees proper so to do, and the
House, notwithstanding any rule by unanimous consent, could
omit the reading of this bill, which will take two or three or
four hours, and which is not subject to amendment.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GOOD. If the commitiee should rise, is it the ruling of
the Chair that the House can not grant us consent to
dispense with the reading of the bill?

The CHAIRMAN, The ruling that the Chalr made was that
the committee could not change the order of the House.

Mr. GOOD. I move, Mr. Chairman, that the committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Aecordingly the eommittee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Towxer, Chairman of the Commitiee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee having had under consideration the bill (H. IR. 7843)
making appropriations for sundry ciyil expenses of the Gov-

rnment for the service of the fiseal year ending June 30, 1920,
ﬁnd for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereen.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill, except the provision on page 19 with respect to vocational
rehabilitation, shall be considered as having been read, and that
the further reading be dispensed with,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
«<onsent that the bill, execept the provision as to vocatienal re-
Eabilitation, on page 19, be considered as having been read.

AMr, MADDEN. I object.

The SPEAKLER. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

Mr. GOOD. 1 move that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of H. R. 7343, the sundry eivil appropria-
tion bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole Hounse on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the sundry civil bill, H. R. 7348, with Mr. TowNER
in the chair,

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of

the bill.

Mr, MADDEN. I desire to he notified when we reach the end
of a paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the following sums are appropriated, out of

any money in the 'I(rensury not other!ﬁse appropriated, for the fiscal
year ending June 80, 1920, namely :

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire recognition.

Mr. GOOD. I make the point of order that under the rule
no motion or amendment is in order except to the provision on
page 19 relating to vocational education.

Mr. MADDEN. I insist on a reading of the rule to see
whether that is true or not.

Mr. GOOD. I make the point of order.

Mr, MADDEN, I insist on having the rule read, so that I may
see whether the point of order is well taken.

SEVERAL Meumiers. Regular order!

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to dis-
pense with the first reading of the bill.

|

Mrs BUTLER. That has been done under the rule. This is
the second reading.

The CHATRMAN. The first reading of the bill has already
been dispensed with.

Mr, GOOD. 1T ask for the regular order, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. MADDEN. I ask that the rule be read, to see whether
the genileman's point of order is well taken.

The CHATRMAN, The Chairrules that the rule provides that
no amendment is in order except an amendment to the particular
seetion referred to in the rule, on page 19.

;ld;-: BUTLER. You can not -even move to strike out the last
W §

Mr, CLARK of Migsouri, Mr. Chairman, if that rule pro-
part—

Mr. BUTLER. Tt does that.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 'Then T ask unanimous consent to
dispense with the reading of the rest of the bill.

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from
Missouri that the Chair has already ruled that that can not

{ be done in Committee of the 'Whole, the House having ordered
otherwise.

Mr. SAUNDERS of ¥irginia,
that?

Mr. MADDEN. I objeet, Mr. Chairman, if necessary, so that
there need be no diseussion about it.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I just want to say this——

Mr. WALSIH. The point of order has bheen made—the objec-
tion has been made.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. It does not make any differ-
ence if the objection has been made. I am arguing a point of
order to the Chdir, and the Chair has recognized me, and there
is no force in this House that can take me off the floor under
those circumstances.

Ar. WALSH. There is no point of order pending.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. The point of order has been
raised, and I asked to be heard on if, en the right to make a
request for unanimous consent in eommittee.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman started to arguoe a point
of order that the Chair had already decided, but the Chair
has the right to recognize the gentleman, and the Chair has
done 80.

Mr. BAUNDERS of Virginia. The Chair has that right
abselutely, and nobody can take me off my feet on that except
the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the right to recognize the
gentleman from Virginia, and has done so, on the poeint of
order. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, what I wish
to say in this connection is this: It is perfectly true that in
Committee of the Whole we can not do anything by unanimous
consent that would affect the procedure in the House, or usurp
the power of the House by undertaking to give rights that are
in excess of our authority, as for instance to give leave to
extend remarks generally in the Recogp. The Recorp is not a
committee publication. But with respect to proceedings in the
Committee of the Whole, we may facilitnte them by omitting
by unanimous consent to do something that is mot of the
essence. Suppose we take such action. Who is there to gainsay
us, and since we do not report the steps taken in the Committee
of the Whole in detall, what evidence will there be when we
return to the House of our unanimous consent proceeding?
There is no rule of which I have any cognizance which under-
takes to say that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
shall not put a request for nnanimous consent, whatever it may
be. There ig no likelihood that mischief will result from action
sought by unanimous consent, for the reason that one objection
will reject the request. I have seen many things done in Com-
mittee of the Whole by unanimous consent which were con-
trary to the provisions of some House rule, but the public busi-
ness was expedited by this action. At times action is taken in
Comumittee of the Whole by unanimous consent, which at other
times has been refused. For instance, I have seen the time
for general debate which had been fixed in the House, extended
by unanimous consent in Committee of the Whole. This request
to dispense with this reading relates to us, to our authority,
to our action, te our proceedings exclusively. To read this
bill is pure formality that will accomplish nothing, save to waste
our time. If by unanimous consent we omit that action, the
validity of our report to the House and consequent disposition
of the same, will be in no wise affected.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Certainly.

TWill the Chair hear me on
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Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman contend, if the House

adopts a rule for certain procedure in the consideration of a
measure, that when the House resolves itself into the Com-
mittee of the Whole the committee can abrogate that rule by
a request to dispense with the reading if objection is made?
" Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Not if objection is made,
certainly not. I am not contending for that proposition: but
for the right on our part to facilitate our own proceedings in
Committee of the Whole by unanimous consent. The time of
general debate in the Committee of the Whole is primarily
fixed in the House, but suppose after we get into Committee
of the Whole, we agree amongst ourselves fo debate generally
for a longer period, how will that affect the validity of our
ultimate action? What is the difference in substance between
that action, and in beating the devil about the bush by taking
up the bill under the five-minute rule and after reading a
paragraph agree by unanimous consent that a Member shall
proceed for an hour out of order? As I have stated I have
seen general debate exeluded by unanimous consent in the Com-
mittee of the Whole. Moreover I contend that that action was
perfectly proper and parliamentary.

Do the Members of this body realize that most of our proceed-
ings in the Committee of the Whole by unanimous consent are
in contravention of some rule of the House, and there is no
difference in authority and effect between a special rule for
action on a given measure, and the general rules under which
we may consider another bill. If by unanimous consent we can
waive, or dispense with formal procedure imposed by the gen-
eral rules upon proceedings in Committee of the Whole, we can
dispense by like unanimity with provisions of the same char-
acter in a special rule under which we may chance to be oper-
ating. This it seems to me, must be a patent and unescapable
conclusion.

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Certainly.

Mr. GOOD. The gentleman realizes that this is a pretty im-
portant bill, and I think the gentleman will agree that any-
thing of the kind ought not to be done in the committee, but
that we should go into the House to do it.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. If the thing proposed to be
done jeopardized in anywise this bill I would not suggest this
action. Further if request was made for any action that would
in any conceivable degree imperil the future of this measure, I
would be the first to object to it, but I defy anyone to point
out how, or in what way, if we dispense with the reading of
this measure by unanimous consent, that fact will ever appear
in the House when we report this bill with our conclusions.
The bill would be taken up in the House for action on the re-
port of the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, and dis-
posed- of in order. The regularity of that disposition would
not be affected by the fact that we had saved several very
precious hours for more important work than remaining in
session for a reading to which no one would give the slightest
attention.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SAUNDERS of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Where the Committee of the Whole is
required to perform a certain aet, is it not within the power of
the committee, by unanimous consent, to dispense with that act?

Mr, SAUNDERS of Virginia. There is no question about
that.

Mr. HARDY of Texas. The Committee of the Whole, under
the rule, must have the bill read, but it seems proper, by unani-
mous consent, to dispense with the reading.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Yes; and it is the same as read
when, by unanimous consent, it is agreed to dispense with the
reading.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee can within certain limits
control its own action, but the committee must act under the
direction of the House when the House has directed the com-
mittee so to act. It is not within the power of the committee to
vary it. The rule adopted provides that at the conclusion of
general debate the bill shall be read. That is the rule for the
comimittee to act upon, and there is no possibilfty of the commit-
tee changing that rule, The Clerk will read.

A I’%‘he Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as
oHoOwWs
FEDERAL BOARD FOR VOCATIONAL EDUCATION,

Vocational rehabilitation : For an additional amount for carrying out
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to provide for the vocational
rehabilitation and return to civil employment of disabled gons_dis-

charged from the military or naval forces of the United States, and for
other purposes,” approved June 27, 1918; as amended, nding per-
sonal services in the District of Columbia and elsewhere, nting and
binding to be done at the Government Printing Office, law books,

'ss,c?léo each; 70 at $3,000 each, 60 at $2,750 each, and 100

igilg,??n may be expended for rent of quarters in the District of Colum-

ce is not prm 2
Public Puildings Cormmasios : Propiiey. oat mnoeiiidings by the
members. of the Federal Board for Vocational Education) shall be pald
b{ sald b?a:ag,out of the appropriation contained in this or any other act
at a rate’offcompensation ex: 2,500 per annum and rates above
that'sum, except not to exceed the following : One at $6,000, 2 at $5,000
each, 28 in_excess.of $3 and not in excess of $4,000 each, 27 at
- at $2,500

Mr. MADDEN. Mr, Chairman, I move to amend by striking
out the sum of $6,000,000 and inserting $8,000,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. MADDEN : i
i s%rn;eggfgggb &{ DEN : Strike out the sum of $6,000,000 and

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, according to the statement
made by the gentleman from Jowa, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, it seems that it will take anywhere
from $18,000,000 to $25,000,000 to do the work of rehabilitating
the wounded soldiers. And while he says that no estimate for
more than $4,000,000 was ever made in the regular way, in addi-
tion to that provided for in the act reported from the Committee
on Education, yet he says that beyond any doubt it will take at
least $18,000,000. The proposal is to appropriate $6,000,000, and
that is in addition to the amount appropriated under the voca-
tional act, which will make a total of $12,000,000.

The President of the United States said in his veto message
of this measure that not less than $8,000,000 would be needed to
meet the emergency that is now before us. I am for rehabilitat-
ing the soldier at whatever cost, and I am not for making the
appropriation by piecemeal on the theory that we can meet the
emergency in deficiency bills at some future time. I am in favor
of appropriating money to meet the need now and not some
other time. This is the time, and this is the hour, and there can
be no excuse for reporting a bill with the same amount that has
been rejected through the veto of the President. If it takes
$18,000,000, or mayhap $25,000,000, to meet the needs of these
men who come before us and say that $12,000,000 is enough, let
us appropriate that sum.

Complaint is made by the chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations that those in charge of the rehabilitation of these
soldiers have been unable to say how many men would need
rehabilitation.

Mr. ANDERSON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MADDEN. Not now, thank you. We must all realize
that no man living can tell how many men will need it until the
war is over. No man living can tell how many of the wounded
men would need rehabilitation until they have served a period of
treatment in the hospitals in this country and in France. And
as time goes by it will undoubtedly be proved beyond any ques-
tion that more of these men will need that treatment, need the
education, need the rehabilitation, for many of them are not
going to be cured of what might in the beginning seem to be
but a very slight wound.

And so I say that we have an obligation, a greater obligation
than was ever imposed upon a legislative body in all the
world, and that obligation is to see beyond question that what-
ever funds may be needed are supplied for the rehabilitation of
these 1oen.

They are unable to make a living for themselves; otherwise
vocational education would not have been provided, and no man
is permitted to enter this vocational educational institution
except the men who must be reconstructed. And shall we say
that a million or two million dollars is to stand in the way of
reconstruction of men who gave their all for the flag, who
buckled on their armor and went forth where battles raged
to offer for the Nation's life the lifeblood of their hearts? Are
we to say that the appropriation bill must carry six and not
eight million dollars? Shall we stand upon the order of the
amount? We have already expended $51,500,000,000 for the
war, and we have left 112,500 Ameriean boys buried on the
fields of France, and I say the time has come when America,
through ifs Congress, must speak, and now is the time to
inerease the appropriation. [Applause.]

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following sub-
stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr, MavpEN]:

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. BucHANAN offers the following substitute for the amendment
offered by Mr, MADDEN :

Amend the bill by striking out the fizures * £6,000,000" and insert
in lien thereof the figures * $12,000,000,” and add at the end of the
provision after the word “each™ the following provision, to wit:

“And provided further, That not more than fs per cent of all ap-

propriations made ‘by Congress on this subject shall be used for the
payment of salarles.’
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Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman and Members of the House,

I have been sitting here and listening to Members discuss this

subject, and everyone, without exception, has expressed unlim-
ited sympathy with, and a perfect willingness to aid, those who
have met with misfortunes in the war. I thought possibly this
amendment would give them the opportunity to demonstrate
whether or not they meant what they said, and extend to all
who were Injured in the war an opportunity to reap the benefits
of the rehabilitation act and not have it limited to a few. Let
me state a few facts from the hearings, and if any man believ-
ing these facts can escape from the conelusion that it will take
$18,000,000 or more, then I do not know what mathematics mean.

Mr. Munroe says, in round numbers, there are 14,000 men in
training in this service now. It takes $80 per month under
the compensation law Jor each unmarried man, $115 for a man
with a wife, and $125 for a man with a wife and one child, and
s0 on up, according to the number of children he has, as pro-
vided by the compensation act. This makes an average of $1,200
per year for each man in training. It takes $200 a year for
tuition for each man, which makes the amount $1,400 a year
per man for compensation and tuition alone. Multiply $1,400 a
year by 14,000 and you have over $19,000,000. Escape it if you
can. If you want to provide for these boys, you ought to appro-
priate the necessary money to accommodate all who apply. Be
men and meet the issue; be not penny wise and pound foolish
when making appropriations {o be used for the benefit of those
who on foreign fields upheld our flag so bravely and so gloriously.

Mr. McCKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes.

Mr. McKENZIE. If I understand the reading of the gentle-
man’s amendment, he provides for $12,000,0007

Mr. BUCHANAN. Twelve million dollars in this bill, and
that, in addition to the $6,000,000 appropriated the other day for
this purpose in the vocational education act, making a total of
$18,000,000.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman would

pelrmit, I wish he would tell us how he fixed the percentage of
salary.
Mr. BUCHANAN. The way I fixed the percentage to be ex-
pended in salaries and the reason I did it is to keep the organi-
zation, if it be so inclined, from spending in the payment of
salaried officers the appropriation we make for the benefit of
the soldiers.

Under the bill as reported by the committee the board in con-
trol of the rehabilitation activities have unlimited power to
employ an unlimited number of civilian employees at salaries
between twenty-five and twenty-six hundred dollars each per
year. I do not say that this board will abuse this discretion,
but believe it the duty of Congress to throw sufficient safegnards
around this appropriation to guarantee that the money we
appropriate will be applied to the rehabilitation of the soldiers
and not squandered in the payment of salaries to numberless
civilian employees throughout the country.

Mr. KINCHELOE. But how does the gentleman arrive at the
18 per cent?

Mr. BUCHANAN. 1 based it on the present salary basis of
the board, and found that 18 per cent of the $18,000,000 will
give $3,240,000 for salaries, which is, I believe, about the amount
they are now paying in salaries, and I feel that more than one-
sixth of an appropriation of this size ought to be sufficient for
salaries of employees to conduct and supervise the operation of
this institution.

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes.

Mr. DONOVAN. Does not that include operating expenses,
office, and all that—general expenses?

Mr. BUCHANAN. No; it includes only salaries.

Mr. ANDERSON. If the gentleman appropriates $18,000,000
altogether and then shows that it is necessary to expend
$3,000,000 and odd for salaries, he will be $3,000,000 short.

Mr, BUCHANAN. Certainly, but I figure that in this way:
It usually takes about 10 months to train a soldier. That leaves
$200 per year to spare for each soldier, In other words, the
$1,400 is calculated for the full 12 months. It would take about
10 menths on an average to train a soldier, which would leave
$200 per soldier to make up for extra expenses.

Mr. ANDERSON. Eighteen million dollars was figured on a
12-months’ basis?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes; but it does not take 12 months. It
takes 10 months, although some may take more. I submit that
proposition to the House, and I say that we should meet the
fssue and that we should not be penny wise and pound foolish.
We should not be parsimonious with these soldiers; we should
not run any chance of excluding even one single man whom it is
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-wounded and are seeking to be benefited by this law,

necessary to rehabilitate. It is the most sacred and the highest
duty of this Government, as far as the resources of the Govern-
ment will permit, to restore the impaired ability to earn a liveli-
hood to each of our soldier boys who were injured in this war.
Those boys who responded to their country’s call, offered their
lives for their country’s sake, fearlessly invided the gas-poisoned
forests, held trenches against overwhelming odds, went over
the top, and carried the tide of battle against the Hun at the
point of the bayonet, and in so doing received serious wounds
and material injury, which impaired their ability to earn a
living. It is the duty of this Government to restore that im-
paired ability as far as it is humanly possible to do so, and any
Member of Congress who fails to cheerfully respond to a gener-
ous discharge of this duty disgraces his high office and should
be scourged from the House with a whip of scorpion tails.

But reverting again to the facts. There are 14,000 men whose
applications have been approved for the rehabilitation training,
and it will take over $19,000,000 for maintenance and tuition
alone to train these men. This makes no provision for medieal
attention, for car fare, and for administration work. This makes
no provision for the thousands of other wounded soldiers who
are daily applying for this training or no provision even for the
examination and survey of other applicants who have been
There is
an average of 150 wounded soldiers per day applying for this
training, and this appropriation makes no provision for them.

If we mean what we profess and perform our duty to these
boys who so gallantly and courageously served their country, we
must act now and restore their impaired ability as far as it is
within our power to do so, that life to them may be less burden-
some and more pleasant. This is an undertaking that can not
be postponed, and the statement that we can take care of them
in a deficiency appropriation bill is misleading and hypoeritical,
as every Member of this House knows that the appropriation we
make now will limit and confine the work and result in the ex-
clusion of many wounded soldiers from the benefits of the re-
habilitation act.

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman's idea
is about right, and I am going to vote for his amendment, but
does he think there is any danger of the President’s vetoing it
because we make it too much?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think not. I call the gentleman’s atten-
tion to the fact that the President in his veto message said it
would take $8,000,000 alone for subsistence of only 8,000. Our
figures show there are 14,000, and that they are coming in at the
rate of 150 a day. Therefore, if anything, the appropriation is
too emall even if my amendment is adopted. I do not think the
President will veto it, but I do think the President was right in
vetoing the bill because this appropriation was too small. In-
stead of being criticized by Republicans in the House, he should
be commended. He of all men realizes the duty of this Govern-
ment to take care of the wounded boys, and he of all men will
see that this Government does its duty toward these boys. If

‘Congress does not make an adequate appropriation to take care

of these wounded soldiers, I sincerely hope the President will
veto the bill again.

Ah, gentlemen, if you will talk with some of these wounded
soldiers who have come back, you will find that they went
through hell itself for our country and its cause. If, therefore,
they went through hell for us, we ought to be willing to go to
hell for them. It is true, by their heroic action and victory
they have “inscribed their lofty name a light, a landmark on
the cliffs of fame,” but they can not live on fame alone. We
must therefore make adequate provision for their rehabilitation,
as far as possible, and compensate them for their impaired abili-
ties, to the end that no American soldier who was injured in this
war shall ever feel humiliated, become a beggar on the streets,
or become an inmate of a charitable institution. Unless ade-

“quate provision is made for them, I shall vote against the bill.

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes.

Mr. DENISON. Is it proper under the rules to amend this
bill to inerease the amount to be allowed for each individual's
education?

Mr. BUCHANAN.
that. I think so.

Mr. DENISON. I think it ought to be a little bit more.

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word.
I call the attention of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Buca-
ANAX] to the faet that Mr., Munroe, the same man who made the
statement the gentleman has quoted, on page 72, and Mr. Me-
Intosh, also, states that it would cost approximately $25,000,000

I do not think there is any question about
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for the year, and Mr, Munroe said he thought probably that
would not be enough. Of course, Mr. Munroe said he did not
Enow anything about it

Now, I think we ought to act upon this matter in a big way
and in a way that will reflect eredit upon the Members of this
‘House. I do not believe there has ever been a time since this
law was enacted when anybody wanted to deprive a single
soldier of this rehabilitation service. Every Member of the
House wants to grant every dollar necessary, but after all we
must be careful in making these appropriations that we do not
invite waste and extravagance all along the line. It is not alone
in the payment of salaries that waste will take place. Now,
in regard to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Mappex]. The gentleman says that the President asks for
$8,000,000, or rather stated in his message it would require
$8,000,000, and therefore he makes his amendment in that
amount. Now, I call his attention to the fact there has been
appropriated and is already available under the bill which
passed the House and Senate and has been signed by the Presi-
dent, amending section 2 of the act, $6,000,000 for this service.
This bill earries $6,000,000 for this service; the two bills carry,
therefore, $12,000,000. I do not know whether that will be suffi-
cient or not. No man living knows whether it will be sufficient
or not. Mr. Munroe, vice president of the board, when he was
before the committee on Sunday, when he was asked the follow-
ing questions by Mr, MAgeE, said:

Mr. Macee. The probability is that the average would not exceed
10,000. Do I understand you estimate the number at 20,0007

Mr. Musnor. It may be 20,000. I do not know.

Mr. MaceEE. You do not know anything about it?

Mr. Muxnoe. Nobody ean fore it; nobody knows. 1

Now, with this service in its infancy, with the desire on the
part of Congress to give every dollar that is necessary, I ask
the House to be sane and calm and to do that which is the
businesslike thing to do; and if at any time there appears
that the $12,000,000 will not be sufficient it will take only 48
hours after the estimate has been made to the committee to
report out a bill granting all that is required to supply the
deficiency. I submit that is the orderly way to proceed—that
is the way the business men of the country would have this
Congress to proceed ; it is the way these soldiers would have us
proceed—and not proceed without any estimate before us except
the wild statement of what it may cost. If you went on that
kind of an estimate, if that side of the House wants to appro-
priate $12,000,000, they ought to take the responsibility; but I
believe this side of the House—that stands for economy,
that stands for the elimination of waste [applause]—should
say that, even when it comes to appropriating for the soldier,
we propose to appropriate the money in a businesslike way—
appropriate all that is necessary, but not millions upon millions
upon the statement of a man who says, “I do not know how
much it will take; no one knows.” [Applause.]

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
may I have the attention of the membership for just a moment
to see whether we have not some confusion here? The bill as
passed from the Committee on Education carried $6,000,000.
The sundry civil appropriation bill provided $6,000,000 in lieu
of that $6,000,000. That would have left £6,000,000 for the ad-
ministration of this work this year. The President asked for
$2,000,000 additional, which would have made $8,000,000. The
law providing $6,000,000 is signed and the money is provided.
This asks $6,000,000 more, which is $12,000,000, which is $4,000,-
000 more than the President asks for, and if I am incorrect I
should like to be corrected. That is my understanding after
Jooking into it carefully. We are giving $4,000,000 more than
the President asked for in his message.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FESS. I will yield to my friend.

Mr. MADDEN. Who said that?

Mr. FESS. I say it in view——

Mr. MADDEN. Does anybody verify it? [Laughter.]

Mr. FESS. I think I can verify it.

Mr. MADDEN. I do not mean to insinuate——

Mr, FESS. I understand the gentleman.

Mr. MADDEN. I do not think the Committee on Appropria-
tions will attempt to verify it.

Mr. GOOD. That is exactly a correct statement. The gen-
tleman has stated the case correctly. The bill from the Com-
mittee on Edueation which passed carried $6,000,000. If this
bill passes in the form it is reported, it will carry $6,000,000, or
$12,000,000 in all will be available. {

Mr. FESS. In my time let me ask the chairman that if the
bill as reported from his committee had been adopted and had
become the law we would have had only $6,000,000 for this
service?

Mr. GOOD. That is ccrroct.

Mr. FESS. Now we will have $12,000,000. That means
$4,000,000 more than the President asked in his veto message,
and that is the reason I am willing to support the matter which
is before us.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. If the gentleman will per-
mit, is it not a fact that the President in his veto message re-
ferred to $8,000,000 as covering only subsistence and did not
therefore take into consideration the $8,000,000 as covering
tuition, travel allowance, medical staff, or administration or
anything else?

Mr. FESS. If we had passed the bill under the instructions
of the President we would have had $8,000,000. As it is we
are having $12,000,000.

Mr, BYRNES of South Carolina. The President said $8,-
000,000 would be needed for subsistence for 4,000 men. We are
now presented with an entirely different statement for which
we are appropriationg not only for subsistence, for tuition,
traveling allowance, and so forth, but for a larger number of
men.

Mr. FESS. That is true. The faet still remains we are
giving the soldiers $4,000,000 more than the President asked

for, and it seems to me it is a justifiable reason for passing it.

Mr. MADDEN.
priate.

Mr. 'ESS. That might be, but we can easily increase it
when demanded. %

Mr. DONOVAN, Assuming that to be a fact, of which I
have some doubt, and from the gentleman’s point of view pos-
sibly it is, is it not a fact that the problem which now econ-
fronts this board is that it will take a greater amount than
$12,000,0007

Mr. FESS. It probably will take more. I think that would
be sufficiently cared for under a deficiency bill. But what I
am trying to correct is the statement that this bill is not meet-
ing the requirements of the veto message. It goes away be-
yond the requirement.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FESS. I yield to my friend from Kentucky.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Does not the President in his message
say that this $8,000,000 would only cover under the estimate
what the instructors would draw in salary, and says specifically
that there will be nothing left for the tuition?

Mr. FESS. Unless you gave the $8,000,000 instead of the
$6,000,000.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Did he not say in his message that the
$£8,000,000 would only pay for tuition and would leave nothing
for the operation?

Mr. FESS. I still insist that the bill is going further than
the President’s suggestion in his veto message.

Mr. GOOD. The concluding paragraph of the President's
message contains the following:

I therefore return the bill with the hope that the Congress will recon-
sider this section of the law, restore the 80,]000,000 appropriated under
the act amending section 2, and most Hberally revise salary limita-
tions, so that this beneficent work may go on, and go on at once.

And we went even further than that.

Mr. FESS. That would leave $4,000,000 less than we now are
granting. I speak in the most thorough sympathy with the
efforts for rehabilitation, as every Member knows, and if the
$12,000,000 is not enough I shall be one of the first men to urge
the committee to vote more. However, it seems to me that this
is a very generous allotment from the standpoint of what here-
tofore was considered.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired.

Mr. GOOD. I want to see if we can not agree as to the time
on this amendment and amendments thereto. 1 ask unanimeus
consent, Mr. Chairman, that all debate on the amendment of
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEx] and all amendmentis
thereto, as well as all other amendments as to the amount, be
limited fo 45 minutes. -

Mr. BANKHEAD. Reserving the right to object——

Air. DONOVAN. Mr. , reserving the right to ob-

Mr. BANKHEAD. Does that include the prohibition of offer-
ing an amendment to strike out the words “ or any other act,”
as contained in the proviso?

Mr. GOOD. That has nothing to do with it.

Mr. DONOVAN. Reserving the right to object, was I in-
cluded in the schedule of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goopn]?

Mr. GOOD. Yes,

Mr. DONOVAN. Thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent that all debate on this amendment and amendments

But not anything like we ought to appro-
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thereto, and all amendments fixing the amount contained in
the paragraplh, shall be limited to 45 minutes.

Mr. MADDEN. I object.

Mr. GOOCD. Then I move that all debate on that portion of
the bill be limited to 45 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]
moves that all debate on this amendment and amendments
thereto, and all amendments fixing the amount contained in
the paragraph, be limited to 45 minutes,

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr, Quin]. [Applause.]

Mr. QUIN. I thank the Chair.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BucHanax] offered a substi-
tute which I rise to support, and shall give my reasons for it.
It is apparent from the hearings that it will take at least
$18,000,000. Understand me, I realize that every man on this
floor, Democrat and Republican, has voted and will continue to
vote to give the wounded soldiers every dollar that they may be
entitled to. And all this political talk I do not take any stock
in. [Applause.] We are all patriots here. The hearings show
that $4,000,000 was the proper amount at the time it was
appropriated. The hearings show that $6,000,000 was the sum
needed when we came forward with the next appropriation, and
the later hearings now show, since the veto, that it will require
at least $18,000,000. We understand that it will even take more
than that. It is indicated in these hearings that there may
be 98,000 of these wounded men. True, Congress can appro-
priate the money as the occasion arises. There is no intention
on the part of any man on either side of this House to curtail
that board and its activities. But there is one thing that I shall
stand for, and that is a limitation on the salaries of these
school-teachers and professors who are in charge of that work.
I stand ready to vote every dollar that is necessary to properly
teach these men and in order to take care of them and sustain
them and pay their traveling expenses, but I believe that the
American Congress should not allow salaries of $10,000 and
$15,000 and $20,000 a year to be given in the name of patriot-
ism to some $2,500 man to rehabilitate these soldiers and return
them to practical life; and I shall vote accordingly, because I
believe it is up to this Congress to in some way curtail the wild
and extravagant expense that every man can see is going on
in this country.” [Applause.]

We are here to take care of the soldiers who fought for our
couatry, and we should be here, and I am here, to prevent
profiteers demanding enormous salaries as teachers for supposed
patriotism, reaching down in the pockets of the taxpayers of
this country in the name of the soldier. [Applause.] If we do
not curtail the salaries that will be paid for these instructors,
you will see them flocking from every quarter of this Republic
to get to be instructors of these poor wounded soldiers. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. QUIN, These men can be taught the necessary things to
rehabilitate them and fix them for praectical life by practical
men on reasonable salaries. And when this Congress agrees
that the salaries shall be $5,000, $6,000, and $2,500, it seems to
me that we ought to stand pat and say that we have some com-
mon sense and know what a man’s serviceg are worth when en-
gaging in such business.

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. QUIN. I ean not yield. I have only a short time.

The salaries of the Army officers are fixed by Congress; the
salaries of all Government officials are fixed by Congress. Why
should not this Congress fix the limitation on the men who are
to instruct these soldiers? We fix the amount that one of these
wounded soldiers is to receive for compensation and to support
and maintain him. I desire to see the wounded soldiers get all
the benefit of this appropriation, instead of a large part of it be-
ing wasted in extravagant salaries for those in charge of the
vocational training:

Why not fix the salaries of the men who shall be charged with
the responsibility of instructing them? It is the duty of the
yepresentatives of the people to stand for the protection and the
safeguarding of the taxpayers of this country at the same time
that we are upholding the rights of the soldiers and endeavoring
to give them that fo which they are entitled under every phase
of the circumstances and conditions which now surround them.
If we are to legislate in the light of past events, we must realize
that before we get through with the wounded soldiers our bills
are to go up to $100,000,000 for this splendid purpose instead of
$18,000,000. [Applause.]

The CHAITRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired. The Chair will recognize next the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON.]

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I take it that all of the
members of the Committee on Appropriations and all of the
Members of the House realize the desire of the country for
economy in expenditures, and I take it that we all realize also
that while that is the desire of the country it is likewise the
desire that such economy shall not be secured under any cir-
cumstances at the expense of the soldier, and particularly at
the expense of those soldiers who by reason of their services
and their disabilities require education and rehabilitation. So
the question before us is not one involving a difference of feel-
ing as to the treatment to be given those men, but as to the
adoption of the method best calculated to secure to those
soldiers and sailors in the fullest degree und most effective
manner the assistance which they have earned.

Now, there are those of us who from contact with the Voeca-
tional Eduecation Board and the study of the hearings have
come to fear that the disgrace and the scandal which have come
upon the administration of our relations wiith the soldivrs and
their families in connection with the War Risk Insurance
Bureau, which during the war by inefficiency of management in
thousands of cases denied to the dependents of the boys and
withheld from them the money and the aid which Congress
voted them, will be repeated in connection with this Voecational
Education Board. And that regardless of the amount of money
you place in the hands of that board, the only way to secure
desired results with the present constitution of that board is
for Congress to keep as firm a grip as possible on the situation.
In other words, instead of giving unlimited amounts of money
to them blindly, simply because one m2mber of that irrespon-
sible board gets up and gives a wild guess—-instead of giving
them unlimited lumps of money on that grouud we should give
them the money we are satisfied they must have, and {hen
later on, when the situation develops more clearly and the need
is well established, if more is needed give it to them.

Now, Mr. Chairman, that board has never yet been able to
tell the Committee on Appropriations definitely and tangibly
how much they want. More than that, that board does not
know to-day what it is doing. They can not tell you to-day
what they did yesterday. They can not tell to-day where their
offices were yesterday, or where they are to-day.

The city of Detroit is a large city. You might think that a
board intrusted with unlimited funds of Government money
would be able to tell whether they had in the city of Detroit an
office in operation or not; but they appear not to. At any rate,
they give out the most contradictory and conflicting statements.

I have here a letter stating that a Michigan soldier, wounded
at Chatean-Thierry July 20, 1918, who went to Detroit July 9
to arrange to secure the benefits of vocational training and on
arrival there was met with the information that the Detroit
office of the board had been closed and that to secure the at-
tention necessary for his enrollment he would have to gb to
Chicago. That experience being called to the attention of the
board in this city the board, through its superintendent of ad-
visement and training, Mr. W. I. Hamilton, wrote a letter to the
brother of the soldier acknowledging, in effect, the closing of
the Detroit office, saying in substance “ the office is closed and
you will have to go to Chieago, but we will pay the money to
send you to Chicago.” That letter was written from the gen-
eral offices here by a high officer, and a high salaried officer,
July 12,

And yet Dr. Prosser, the director of this board, on July 10,
one day after the wounded soldier found the office doors barred
against him in Detroit, and two days before Mr. Hamilton’s
letter giving reasons blaming Congress for the closing, gave
direct, positive assurance to my colleague, Mr. Nicmors, who
had vigorously brought the matter to his attention, positive
assurance that the Detroit office of the board would not be
closed. He furthermore on that occasion informed my col-
league “that there never has been any intention to close the
office and no orders have been sent to close it,” To make
assurance doubly sure, I am advised, Dr. Prosser called the
Chicago office of the board, the district office, by telephone
and was informed by the officer in charge there that no such
orders had been sent to Detroit from Chicago.

In other words, the office which the wounded soldler found
closed on July 9 and was July 12 declared by Mr. Hamilton,
superintendent of advisement and training, to have been closed
because of the action of Congress, that same office, it was July
10 declared by the director and by the district vocational
officer to be then open, never to have been closed, and nog
intended to-be closed.

Such diametrically opposing announcements convict the board
of either gross incapacity with resulting confusion in their
work or of deliberate insincerity, manifested in deceiving the
country to the intended prejudice of Congress. In either case
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from such a board, from such management, the interests of the
soldiers must suffer. Flinging millions into their eare means
extravagance and waste. We must act through the ageney the
administration has named, but we need not follow their iil-
considered guesses not supported by preper showing. Every
dollar for which proper expenditure can be shown should and
will be voted. But to double and quadruple in appropriation
any request made, either fo us or to the President, is reckless,
dangerous, and unnecessary.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Miechigan
has expired.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous eonsent
to extend my remarks in the REcombp.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s
request?

There was no objection.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s
request?

There was no objeetion.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. KixcHELOE].

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
House, I think it is a very unfortunate matter that such an
important subject should be discussed in Cengress with nothing
injected into it but politics. The gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Craymrox] talks about the seandal in the Bureau of War
Risk Insurance and the scandal in other things, and investiga-
tions on this and that subject—matters which have no relation
whatever to the question of the rehabilitation of these erippled
soldiers. If the gentleman and his party keep on investigating
and spending money as they have started in their administra-
tion of the affairs of this House, the paramount fssue in the
next Congress will be the investigation of the expenditures of
their investignting committees.

The purpose for which I rose mainly was to correct the im-
pression that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Frss] made as to
the interpretation of the President’s veto of this bill. He said
in his statement that the President only asked for $8,000,000.
I want for the benefit of the House to read exactly what the
President did say in regard to this appropriation, in the Recorp
of July 12, in the first ecolumn on page 2493. He said:

The section of the bill which I now return, which &mvms the appro-
prhtion for this werk, provides t‘he nm of se,ooo for all the ex-

ses of rehabilitation, incl’ucung “)ort of the din ded men in
lninf and this sum is stated te be in of the a riation con-
tu.lned n the act approved July —, 1919, amending 2 of the act
led soldtmﬁ' . nlmm%tige;ai;hmmare al:gldymm“%o%
anotbher 4 1 Im put mto training now that the
section 2 becoms law, it is
muth a snm appmximatiﬁ L, 000
rt of these men, and that under the present atppropriatjon nothing
T = St e e Gl S S e e
e mﬁm lv:hox'm every week seeking tne benents of the re-
habihtatlon act.

Instead of asking for only $8,000,000, he is stating affirma-
tively that $8,000,000 will cover omnly the amount that they
allowed, basing it upon $80 a month, for their support. If
there is any duty that we owe to those who risked their lives
to serve their country, and who came out of the service wounded
and maimed, it is fo rehabilitate them as much as human brains

and human genius can do it. We ought to have the best re-
habilitation hospitals of amny eountry in the world, and to give
these unfortunate men the benefits of all the brains and all
the training and all the advantages that money can buy; and,
so far as I am eoncerned, I am opposed to giving it to them
in piecemeals, a few million dollars to-day and a few million
dollars more te-morrew. [Applause.] In other words, I am
opposed to eompelling this Bureau of Voeational Education to
come back here every few months begging Congress to appro-
priate a few million dollars more. The statements of the people
in charge of this bureau, who ought to know, are that it is
going to cost at least from $18,000,000 to $25,000,000. If these
soldiers are to be rehabilitated they ought to be rehabilitated
now, and they ought not to have to wait, and the machinery
of this work ought not to be paralyzed on account of insuf-
ficient appropriations while they come back here and ask for
additional money. The amendment of the gentleman from
Texas [Mr, Buceanax] provides for $12 000,000 more in addi-
tion to the $6000,000 already appropriated im the bill from
the Committee on Education here a week or two ago, which
makes $18,000,000. When these gentlemen who have charge
of it say that it will take at least $18,000,000, if we are going
to give it to them, why not give it to them now and let the
soldiers receive the benefit of it? Because the evidence shows

that these men are coming forward and taking advantage of
this opportunity by the thousands, and there is no more worthy,
eleemosynary institution in the world than this rehabilitation
service and these hospitals for these maimed and disabled sol-
diers, and we ought to adopt the amendment of the gentleman
from Texas and not make piecemeal of it.

Mr. MAGEE. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say to the
Members of the House that as a member of the subcommitfee
that made the recommendation to the full Committee on Appro-
priatiens, which was adopted by the full committee this morn-
ing, I attended the extensive hearing given to those representing
the Federal Board of Vocational Education. We gave them
what in our judgment will be a liberal amount at Ieast for the
balance of this year.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the genfleman yield?

Mr. MAGEE. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. Can the genfleman say that the committee

| have given them all that it will cost for this fiscal year?

Mr. MAGEE. I will say fo the gentleman that nobody can
tell that, but refer the gentleman to page 24 of the hearings——

Mr. MADDEN. Is the gentleman willing to admit that there
are 14,000 of these men who are now ready for training?

Mr. MAGEE. There are 5,200 now in training, according to
the hearings.

Mr. MADDEN. And how many are there waiting?

Mr. MAGEE. As I recall there are some seven or eight thou-
sand more waiting.

Mr. MADDEN. Waiting?

Mr. MAGEE. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. And it will cost §1,400 per year per man,
will it not?

Mr. MAGEE. Nobody ean tell what it will cost.

Mr. MADDEN. 8o that it will eost $18,000,000 or $20,000,000
anyway ?

Mr. MAGEE. I will call the attention of the gentleman to
page 24 of the hearings.

Mr. CALDWELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAGEE. I ean not yield. I am referring to the stafe-
ments in the hearings.

Mr. CALDWELL. I desire to call the gentleman’s attention
to something that is not in the hearings.

Mr. MAGEE. This is what Mr. Holder says:

Mr. HoLper. We are going through the same experience as an insur-
ance company or a growing concern, and we have net been in business
long enough to guote from experience, so that it is im| le to answer
your questinn positively, as much as we would like to do so.

Mr., MAicEE. 'l‘hat is what I thought. What I had in mind was this:
In the first place, that you must be supplied with moneys to meet all
reasonnble needs. Ewverybody concedes that. Now then, if an appro-

priation should be made that is not sufficient for the nrpuae, Con
at any ttme. I am sure, would willingly respond and give you addi

mone It seems to me we ought to try tor work to t er and work
er along those I do not like the in g thrown
out that the Members of Co s are not will to vote to give all

the moneys that are reasonably
be required to fulfill these pm'poses. I do net like that. It seems teo me
ne“spis tijj:t that sort lhuuid lexlg_a amn!o, ain talk or u_:ntimntinnl 'ift "3:1}
80 cheapest kind of claptrap, claptrap, you m

it. T do not like that, and I do nol: t’.htnk it is warranted. I think we
ought to get down to seme sls.ifwem,withtheunder-
standing that the men who ar

B ar{gtnw t work will get all
m Blt::?gexs they will require for the pul.‘poae Imt my mdst?ment

Now, if you will turn to page 73 of the hearings you will find
there further suggestions along this line.

necessary ot all the moneys that may

Mr. Macer. You do not know a ing about it?
Mr. MuxroE. Nobody can fo it> nnbody knows.
Mr. MaGEE. It is a matter o{sumwor

Mr. Musror. Absolutely.

Mr. CALDWELL. Will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. MAGEE. I will yield for a gquestion.

Mr. CALDWELL. Does the gentleman know how many men
there are in hospitals who have not made application yet for the
rehabilitation training?

Mr. MAGEE. The number is estimated in the hearings.

Mr. CALDWELL. I will tell the gentleman, It is between
50,000 and 100,000,

Mr. MAGEE., We should not appropriate any greater ameunt
of meney than is reasenably necessary to enable the Federal
Board fer Vocational Education to carry on this work. I think
it will be apparent to any Member of the House who reads these
hearings that we ought to retain some control of these salaries

| and put some limitation upon them. [Applause.]

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr, Chairman, I appreciate the courtesy of
the Chair and of the committee in granting me time when I
have already | Onece.

As I stated earlier to-day, the problem which confronts
here is a definite, ascertainable problem, and it has its solu-
tion. There are gentlemen here who embark in oratory and
flights of fancy and who waive us aside, but the fact is that
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there are a definite number of men now in training and ready
for training. There are 13,757 men, or substantially 14,000 men.
Last month there were submitted for training 150 men a day.
This month, in July, there have been approved for training T6
men a day. The Committee on Appropriations say that the
right amount can not be definitely arrived at by eomputation.
Now, gentlemen eriticize the Board for Vocational Training.
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CepamroN] said—I do net
knew what the adjective was he used, but it was not compli-
mentary, it was undeserved and unfair; but do these men
on the Appropriations Committee, does the chairman with
his vast knowledge of minute and infinitesimal things pertain-
ing to the departments in the Government—does the gentle-
man know how much this is to cost? He does not pretend to
make a prophecy. Where are you going to get the tangible
figures to approximate, if you want to be generous and fair?
You are going to the Vocational Board for the estimate. In the
next six months, from indications now availcble, there will be
14,186 men plus 13,000 men now in training. It is simply a
matter of mathematieal computation—multiply 14,136 by §1,400
a year for training and subsistence and yeu have the answer.

This eountry last year paid $222,000,000 for pensions. You
know that this will alleviate and reduee pensions relative to
the World War.

Another point overlooked by the Appropriations Committee
is that they gave to the War Risk Insurance Bureau an ap-
propriation of $8,800,000 for the support of these same men.
Now, this is nothing but a marshaling of funds from the War
Risk Insurance under section 2 and placing it with the Voea-
tional Board for Education and Training. Do not lose sight of
that fact, and if you do adopt the amendment of the gentleman
from Texas, for $12,000,000 in addition to the $6,000,000, you
are then only giving a part of what is actually needed to sue-
cessfully carry on the great work.

Are you going to give these needed funds in piecemeal?
When the Appropriations Committee recommends $6,000,000
do they do it out of any generosity of the heart? Why did they
send for the board to get an estimate if they could get any
better sort of one? Why bother with this fyranmical ineom-
petent board of voestional educators? Why did the committee
send for them? They took advantage of the board’s reguire-
ment as stated, and they lopped off $2,000,000 from the $6,000,000
requested. Do you want to continue that? It is a problem of
mathematics and very elementary. There is no man here
whether he is educated or not—it is elementary, it is a problem
of mathematical progression. The money is needed to maintain
this preject and you must-give it or wipe out the whoele system.
I trust that the House will adopt the Buchanan amendment be-
cause it is the nearest amount to meet the financial requirement
for the work to be done, and if you do it you will be doing only
partial justice. You will then be giving only $18,000,000 as
against $222 000,000 which is given in pensions for the past
wars of our Nation.

This is not to continue indefinitely. It is presumed that it
will terminate in three years. Last month there came to this
country 365,000 men demobilized, and among those were a great
list of casuals, There is no man, there is not any human being,
who can tell absolutely how many of these men will come for
this training, By reason of your act here in increasing the
allowance for support during training froem $75 to $80 and $100,
you have made it more atiractive to the soldiers. They came
home from overseas and many of them went immediately -to
their homes. New, you have made if attractive by increasing
the amount so they can decently support their families while
they themselves are away at training. They have had their
home welcome. They are now coming back in great numbers
to report for training and it thus increases this work. [Ap-
plause.] )

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, when the President left this country to return to France,
Jjust after the adjournment of the last Congress, he made a pub-
lic statement in which he criticized the action of the Senate in
failing to pass some of the largest supply bills, and ealled atten-
tion particularly to the failure of Congress to pass the appro-
priation for the Railroad Administration. He pointed out how
critical was the financial econdition of the Railroad Adminis-
tration, but he made no mention of the failure to pass the
bill eontaining the provision for the Board for Vocational Edu-
cation.

Now, when the new appropriation bill for the Railroad Admin-
istration came before Congress last month the estimate was
for $1,200,000,000, if I remember right. The Director General
said that amount was necessary. The appropriation that was
carried in the bill was only $750,000,000, or $450,000,000 less than
the amount estimated by the Railroad Administration as actu-

ally necessary for the rallroads. And yet the President ap-
proved that bill and signed it, without any protest or eomplaint.

I am unable to reconeile his aetlon in approving that bill,
which was $450,000,000 short of the amount estimated to be
abselutely necessary, with his action in this bill with
a veto simply beeause he thought it was somewhat less than the
amount estimated to be necessary.

Mr. BEE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENISON. Yes; for a brief question.

Mr. BEE. Does not the gentleman see the difference between
an inanimate railroad and a mangled human soldier?

Mr. DENISON. The President in his statement when he left
the country in March called attention to the critical condition
of the railroads as the result of the failure of the Senate to pass
the railroad appropriation bill ; but he did not mention this ques-
tion, and taking the President's own statement for it, I am sure
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] and his committee have
not been trying to economize at all at the expense of the
wounded soldiers of the country, and everyone here knows he
has net been doing so. The bill we passed carried $6,000,000
for voeational edueation, an amount sufficient to answer all
the demands for many months to come, if not for the entire
year. Yes, of course there is a difference between railroads
and mangled soldiers, but that is entirely irrelevant to the
question. Evidently there are some who have thought there
was at least a difference in their votes and political influence.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? ;

Mr. DENISON. No; I have not the time. I do not think
the commitiee have been trying to economize at the expense of
anyone. They have been simply frying to use good business
Judgment in the matter of making appropriations. For that I
think the committee should be commended.

But the President by his veto of this bill has put the Members
of the House in the attitude of not doing their full duty to the
wounded soldiers. Everyone knows that is not the case, and
to that extent the President has done the Members of Congress
an injustice. And, so far as I am concerned, I am not going
to let the President get by with any deal of that kind. I am
going to vote for the amendment offered by the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. BucHANAR]. I am willing to give to the wounded
soldiers every dollar that can be wisely expended for their
benefit. The amendment of the gentleman from Texas provides
several million dollars more for the rehabilitation of wounded
soldiers than the President has recommended, but I shall vote
for it just the same.

I have not said a word in the House receniiy, in fact, not
anything at all. as to what I would do for the wounded soidiors,
I do not believe much in talking along that line. I think we
would better act rather than talk. Talk is cheap; and making
a political football out of the wounded soldier’s cause ought to
be beneath our dignity. In the arrangement made here in the
House since the Republicans came into contrel, I am allowed
one little job at $1,200 a year as a matter of patronage, and 1
am bringing a young man here to take that job who lost his
right arm at Chateau-Thierry. He is a right-handed man, and
he has to learn how to write again with his left hand. I think
he will be out here in the document room. You gentlemen of
the House who go there will sooner or later see him. He may
be a little awkward at first and unable to perform all of his
duties as gracefully as others would, but when he comes I be-
speak for him that kindly consideration which I am sure all of
the Members of the House are willing to give to one whose
right arm lies buried under the sod of France—a sacrifice for
you and for me. I am going to do that to show my appreciation
for the men who have come back from the war wounded, and I
think that is about as substantial a way of doing it as either
getting up here on the floor of the House and making a long,
noisy speech, telling them what a friend you are to the soldiers,
or sending a veto message here trying to put the Members of
the House, who have been honestly economizing and making
appropriations upon a sound business basis, in the attitude of not
being willing to do all that ought to be done for the soldiers
when that is not the fact. [Applause.]

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I can not understand why the
President has been subjected to so much criticism on the floor
of this House for vetoing the sundry civil appropriation bill
when his action is indorsed by the very House itself or will be
through the bringing in of an amendment by the Committee
on Appropriations of $6,000,000 more for vocational education
than the sundry eivil bill carried when it passed. The admis-
sion is thereby made by such erities that they did not realize the
necessities for caring for this vocational training.

I want to read a few extraets from the statement of Mr, Mun-
roe, vice chairman of the Vocational Board, in his testimony




2658

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JULY 15,

before the Appropriations Committee, since the veto, as to the
amount that is necessary :

Consequently these men to whom we are already obligated for their
suppo::eqand E.lltiou fees will be $1,400 a year which multiplied by
14,000 is somewhere, as I figure it, about $18,000,000 required merely
for the board, lodging, and tuition of these men., Now, that makes no
provision for their medical care. A great many of them, of course, will
need very eareful care. It makes no provision for their supervision
while they are in this course of training and, as you know, gentlemen,
we have to very carefully supervise their courses to see that they are
carried out as we have planned them to be. It makes no provision for
the necessary travel which many of them must take from one place to
another. It makes no provision for the administration of a work of
this size and there is nothing left absolutely for taking up the problem
of the thousands and thousands of other men who have already
surveyed up to the number of 98,000, That iz, we have placed under
the system 12,000, we are obligated to train about 14,000, that makes
26.00{1. and in addition to that there are 76,000 men who have been
surveyed and whose cases must be followed up as quickly as possible.
We have registered a total of 147,000 cases, of which there are 49,000
men who have never been followed up at all and who must be followed
up at once, The estimate is that there are eiirrobnbly 60,000 or 70,000
more men still in hospitals and still in the fleld, and many of those are
passibly not on our rolls at all.

Consequently, gentlemen, the figures that we have ahead of us, as we
have told you repeatedly, are figures that no one could foresee. e are
growing every day. The average number of cases that is bei.ng acted
upon every day by our district offices is 150, which has to be added to
the figure 1 have already given you. No one can foresee the size of
this problem during the coming year. )

As we have sald repeatedly at the hearings before your committee
and to Members of both Houses, we take it for granted that when
Congress passed this legislation in June, 1918, they Pruposed that this
job shoulg be donme not only thoroughly but that it should be done
promptly, and that no disabled boy should be kept waiting for more than
a reasonable length of time before he should be put into training,

This House can not afford not to give this appropriation for
this training, because the board needs it now. We contemplate
getting back the last of all of these wounded men, ready to be
examined by this board, in a few months, and the strain upon
the resources of the Vocational Board will come within that
time. It does not behoove Congress to say that this board shall
be hampered by a lack of money; that the Congress shall be
hesitant about offering these men the facilities they need to be-
come reconstructed.

When the very life of this Nation was at stake and the
liberties and safety not only of our own citizens but of those
of the nllied world were in jeopardy, the American soldiers,
sailors, and marines did not hesitate to offer their lives as a
sacrifice upon the altar of freedom. Neither they nor those
who held them dear refused to have their lives and safety
appropriated in defense of civilization and all that mankind
cherishes and values highest; and yet it seems that a Repub-
liean majority of this House is refusing to appropriate now the
dollars that are necessary to give the Americans who suffered
wounds in this war the right and opportunity to be restored
physically, and to a life of usefulness when peace has come
upon ns.

It is a strange doctrine of economy—stranger, too, when it
is remembered that scarcely eight months ago every dollar and
resource of this Nation was pledged to a process of destruc-
tion. No one elnmored then for false economies, because they
realized that it was no time for such action; that this country
would have no patience with it, and that the safety of this
Iand and of civilization could not be jeopardized by a failure
to appropriate money enough for cannon, ammunition, rifles,
battleships, submarines, destroyers, and articles of every kind
which either might or could prove useful in winning the war.

But now, when we come to the period of peace and are em-
barked upon the processes of restoration of our wounded and
are endeavoring to provide hospitals, schools and training, and
agencies of every kind to build up and re-create the wounded
and shattered American soldiers, sailors, and marines, it ill
befits a grateful Nation to indulge in practices of economy at
the expense of such heroes; and suech action will not be regarded
by the people of this land as any real economy, but will be
taken aund looked upon as a badge of humiliation and shame.

It is one thing to try to make a record of economy; it is
quite another to overlock in so doing the priceless generosity
and sacrifices made by the young manhood of America in the
fearful World War.

I believe that the people of the United States will have no
sympathy and no patience with plausible excuses and reasons
why an adequate appropriation of money for this vocational
work was not made. It will not do to take refuge in realms
of skepticism and doubt as to the wisdom of providing the
Vocational Board now with sufficient funds to give these
wounded boys every chance and every facility to be as fully
restored as they can be to begin all over again the task of
earning an honest living in the flield of civil life.

The Nation not only owes them this; it owes them more. The
debt ean never be paid. The memory of the heroic deeds of
these men will never fade from the pages of history, and will

always be enshrined in the hearts of the families, mothers and
fathers, wives and children, and their fellow countrymen.

In every one of the millions of homes throughout this land
that gave some one of the family to the service of their country .
there will be preserved with tender and affectionate care the
uniforms and symbols of service of those who were enlisted in
the service of their country. They will always be precious
mementos of the unsurpassed courage and valor of the Ameri-
can soldiers, sailors, and marines who eame from the city and
from the country, from the farm and from the store, from the
school and from the industries; in fact, from every walk of our
complex civil life; who loving the arts of peace rather than
those of war, yet cheerfully subjected themselves to the severest
kind of training and discipline and became the greatest fighters
in the world.

Their deeds of supreme bravery, their glorious successes on
land and sea, their willingness to endure without complaint the
hardships, dangers, and suffering daily encountered, will always
constitute a record of which their fellow countrymen will never
cease to be proud.

In the erucial and thrilling engagements at St. Mihiel, Chateau-
Thierry, and Belleau Wood, where the American soldiers and
marines checked for the first time the crushing advance of the
German armies and hurled them back with such overwhelming
force that the ultimate destruction of the Hun forces was as-
sured, the world and civilization felt for the first timne in many
weary months its anxiety vanish, and became convinced that
right, truth, and justice would prevail.

I wish that time and opportunity were now accorded me to
refer in more detail to those glorious and wonderful campaigns
in France and Belgium and in other lands, and to make a fuller
mention of the indispensable service and memorable trinmphs
of the Navy in driving the German submarine from the sea and
transporting to France in safety over 2,000,000 American sol-
diers and marines, Their heroic deeds and sacrifices, however,
do not have to be recalled to the loved ones of these men or to
their countrymen. They are too deeply embedded in the hearts
of all to ever be forgotten.

But in treasuring such a record of imperishable fame and
glory as these heroes have given Amerieca, it would be unworthy
beyond expression to forget the needs and welfare of the men
who made it.

Every wound and every disability sustained by them in the
service of their eountry is a badge of signal honor and dis-
tinction. But in the struggle for existence they are also
serious handieaps.

As far as is humanly possible, the Nation must restore them,
and restore them now, to a state of health and economic inde-
pendence. They are not objects of charity, will never be so
regarded, and ought not to be. All the money that is needed
should be generously appropriated, and appropriated now, when
the need is greatest for restoration and training for the various
occupations they may be able to follow.

It is not surprising that the members of the Vocational Board
should not be able to estimate with absolute certainty the
exact amount of money which will be needed in the next 12
months to educate, train, and support the wounded and dis-
abled soldiers, sailors, and marines who are entitled to the
benefits of the vocational act. When it is considered that
230,074 men were actually disabled by wounds in battle, and
that another vast number, yet undetermined, were disabled by
disease, exposure, and illness during the war, all of whom are
entitled to the benefits of treatment, training, and support
under the provisions of this act, it is apparent that it is impos-
sible for the Voeational Board to state with certainty what the
precise financial needs of the board will be in order to admit
to such training, when they apply, all those who are entitled
to receive it. -

It is not sufficient to excuse an adequate appropriation now,
to urge that a serious deficiency can be taken care of later when
it develops. .

When the recent amendment to the vocational nct was passed
by Congress in January it carried an appropriation of $6,000,000
for the board. The chairman of the Appropriations Committee
[Mr. Goop] sought, when the bill was before the House, to
have that appropriation stricken out upon the ground that an
adequate and sufficient amount of $4,000,000 had already been
provided in the sundry civil bill, passed by the House, and then
before the Senate. But the House of Itepresentatives refused
to agree with the chairman of the House Appropriations Com-
mittee and insisted upon appropriating the additional $6,000,000
in the voecational act, in addition to the $4,000,000 carried in
the sundry eivil bill, making the total appropriation for voca-
tional training amount to $10,000,000 in all,
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When the sundry civil bill went to conference between the
House and Senate the conference reported back to Congress a
provision increasing the amount for vocational training in the
sundry civil bill from four to six million dollars; in that pro-
vision, however, was included a clause the $6,000,000
appropriation carried in the vocational bill. It was due to the
erroneous conclusion at that time of the chairman of the
Appropriations Committee and to his representation to the
House that $6,000,000 was all that the Appropriations Com-
mittee had found was needed by the Vocational Board. The
sundry civil bill, in spite of its urgency, was finall passed.

The President of the United States, however, veioed the
sundry civil bill, because he found that the sum of $6,000,000
was totally inadequate and the limitations on the administrative
Teatures of the vocational bill altogether too severe,

After such veto message was presented to Congress the Appro-
priations Commitiee held additional hearings, and in those it
was disclosed that the very least amount which the board would
need for the next 12 months was $18,000,000.

Now, while the Appropriations Committee has consented to
allow the board to retain the $6,000,000 appropriated for it in
June, but taken from it in the sundry civil bill, and increases
such sum by proposing to allow another $6,000,000, making a
total appropriation of $12,000,000 in all for the fiscal year ending
in 1920, yet it now appears from this verx recent testimony be-
fore the Appropriations Committee that this amount will fall
short by $6,000,000 of the least amount actually needed to pay
for the board, lodging, and tuition of the men already in train-
ing and whose applications have already been approved.

In other words, the least amount needed now is $18,000,000.
If the Buchanan amendment is adopted, this sum will be pro-
vided ; but if this amendment is defeated, in my opinion it will
mean serious denial to thousands who need this training now
more than they will ever need it at any other time and when its
benefits will be the greatest.

Let Congress show by its acts as well as by its words that
it values beyond price the services and sacrifices which the
American soldier, sailor, and marine made for his country,
humanity, and the safety and liberties of all, and that it means
to deal most generously with those who are wounded and dis-
abled in helping them back to a life of further service and use-
fulness and to an oppertunity to face the world again upon
an equal plane with their more fortunate fellow men. The
adoption of the Buchanan amendment will be a step in the
right direction, but its defeat will, to say the least, indicate
rather a spirit of indifference or false economy that the Nation
will resent and not forget when it calls upon its public servants
for an accounting and an explanation as to how they have dis-
charged the trusts committed to their care. [Applause.]

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks in the Recorp.

The CHATIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I make the same request.

The CHAIRMAN., Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD].

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to speak upon
the matter.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. Goon].

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, in order that we may not be con-
fused as to the status of the appropriation for this serviee, I
want to refer to the statement made while the gentleman from
QOhio [Mr. FEss] was on the floor. The only estimate made
through the Secretary of the Treasury as required by law was
the estimate for $4,000,000 for the whole year. Subsequently a
letter was written to the chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations increasing this to $6,000,000, and this was subsequently
reduced by the board to $2,500,000. Congress enacted a law
amending section 2 of the act, carrying $6,000,000, so that if
there had been no further action by Congress the Vocational
Board now would have for the next year $6,000,000 in addition
to the $2,000,000 appropriated by the original act. The $2,000,-
000 was all used.before the end of the fiscal year or by that time.
Congress by this bill gives $6,000,000 more, or $12,000,000, which
is 8,000,000 in excess of the actual estimate of the department.

I want the Members of the House to remember that in order
to give the Committee on Appropriations jurisdiction in the or-
derly way it is necessary for the Secretary of the Treasury to
send an estimate to the Speaker of the House that so much
money is required for a given service. No such additional esti-
mate has been made. Let us not cheapen the soldier, let us not

cheapen ourselves, by voting for ai svpropriation that has never
been estimated for by anyone.

Mr. RUCKER. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. GOOD. For a question.

Mr. RUCKER. How much does it cost per soldier for the
term of 10 months?

Mr. GOOD. The facts are that while a great deal of loose
talk has been going around as to what it is going to cost to re-
habilitate a soldier no one knows. Some of them are in training
for 10 days and some of them are in training for 4 years. The
statement was made that it would cost $1,400 per vear, if they

‘were in that long.

Mr. RUCKER. Has not the gentleman some idea of the num-
ber now in training and the number at the door waiting to enter;
and if the gentleman has that information, why can not this
House multiply the one by the other and make the appropriation,
whether it is estimated for or not?

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that is a fair ques-
tion, and you could do it if you knew whether or not they would
be there 10 days or——

Mr. RUCKER rose.

Mr, GOOD. T ean not yield further,

Mr. RUCKER. It would not be used.

Mr. GOOD. The director said on Sunday it would take
about six weeks to educate a barber to perform those duties
Now, are you going to give him training for a whole year? He
said it would take several months to educate a carpenter. Are
you going, now, to give training or the money for training for
a whole year and pay that much, when it can not be stated
until the service or training is completed? I undertake to say
this service ought to be done now. These boys ought to be
rehabilitated now and not wait until they are older men. There
is no disposition in any way to stop this work. I want to
encourage them to give the training as rapidly as possible to
these men, but I want to say to the House that we ought to
act sanely. When this matter was up before the Committee on
Appropriations not a Member ohjeeted becanse the amount was
not high enough. No one, so far as I know, was displeased with
regard to this amount. It is $8,000,000 more than the amount
estimated by the Seeretary of the Treasury. It is $4,000,000
more than the amount estimated by the President himself, and
the only statement that is made here with regard——

Mr, DAVIS of Tennessee. WIill the gentleman yield?

Mr. GOOD. -I can not yield. The only statement then made
was made by Mr. Munree, who says, “We do not know; our
limited experience will not permit us to state whether or not
this will cost $18,000,000 or $25,000,000, or how much it will
cost.” All Mr. Munroe asked, so far as I am advised, was that
the appropriation of $4,000,000 be restored. He did not ask even
for the $6,000,000 that the committee has reported. The com-
mittee thought that perhaps there might be a recess and it was
willing to give at least two-thirds of the maximum guessed at
to earry this service well into next vear before it would be
necessary to take further action. But the Commitfee on Appro-
priations so far as I am coneerned will be entirely satisfied with
whatever action the House may take upon this matter. I
know that every Member of the House is interested in the re-
habilitation of these boys. They ought to be interested, but at
the same time we ought to make our appropriations in a way
that when we go before our constituents we can say to them that
we did not give more money than was reasonably estimated for
the service.

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. GOOD. I will,

Mr. WHEELER. After the deduction of salaries under this
bill which is now under consideration what will be left for the
benefit of the soldier boys, roughly speaking?

AMr. GOOD. The amount estimated here in the letter T read
to-day is $3,488,000 for salaries. The limitation put in the bill
will effect a saving, as I reeall, of about $100,000.

Mr., WHEELER. Three million dollars for teachers——

AMr. GOOD. No; this is for employees and does not refer to
teachers. I do not know to what extent that will reflect in the
employment of other persons. I do not know and nobody knows
whether it will be necessary to have all of those at present
employed. Dr. Prosser stated last February the Ist day of
June this part of the work would commence to decline and he
would commence to discharge these men in six months. That
was the peak load, as the gentleman from South Carclina [Mr.
Byrxes] stated when the matter was before the House, but Dr.
Prosser stated then that the work would be at its.height about
the month of June. And so I do not know how long it is - Ing
to take. No man knows how long it will take to du the work
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or how many of this force that is estimated for here will be on™
the pay roll all the balance of the year. Here is what he said:

It must be remembered that this is temporagi:ervioa and that many:
of these employees will finish thelr service wi the next six months,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
All time has expired by direction of the committee,

The question now is on the substitute offered by the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. BUCHANAN].

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that be divided. It is
in two parts.

Mr. BUCHANAN,
dividing it.

Mr. KREIDER. May it be reported?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the Clerk to report
the first part of the substitute offered by the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. BUCHANAN],

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Let it all be read, Mr. Chairman,

Mr. GARD. Can it not all be read?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman mean now?

Mr. GARD. Yes; for our information.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read the
substitute offered by the gentleman from Texas.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, BUCHANAN as a substitute for the Madden
amendment : Amend the bill by striking out the figures ' $6,000,000 "
and insert in lieu thereof the figures * $12,000,000" ; and add, at the
end of the provision, after the word * each,” the following provfslon, to
wit: “And provided further, That not more than 18 per cent of all
appropriations made by Congress on this subject shall used for the
payment of salaries.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question first to be decided is upon
the amount, which I will ask the Clerk to read to the House
under the order of the separation.

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order to dis-
cuss that division of the proposed question?

The CHAIRMAN. All debate has ended.

Mr. RUCKER. I want to discuss that and two or three
other matters incident to it for two or three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first part of the
substitute.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the figures * $6,000,000" and insert in lien thereof the
figures * §12,000,000."

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

AMr. GOOD. 1 ask for a division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 83, noes 96.

Mr. CALDWELL. Tellers, Mr. Chairman.

Tellers were ordered.

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, T think some gentlemen in the
House probably should know what they are voting on.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop]
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BucHaNAN] will fake
their places as tellers.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
120, noes 119.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FESS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The vote now comes on the second part
of the substitute offered by the gentleman from Texas. The
Clerk will report it.

Mr. FESS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to

Mr. FESS. With 120 for and 119 against, if the Chair would
vote against it, the amendment would fail? Did the Chair
vote?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not vote on this unless he
passes between the tellers. [Applause.] The Clerk will report
the second part of the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add at the end of the provision, after the word * each,” the following
provision, to wit:

“And provided further, That not more than 18 per cent of all appro-
priations made by Congress on this subject shall be used for the payment
of salaries.”

The CHAIRMAN.
stitute.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment
that I desire to offer.

The CHAIRMAN. Amendment to what?

Mr. BANKHEAD. Amendment to the amendment of the gen-
tleman from Texas.

The CHAIRMAN. There is one amendment pending. The
question now recurs on the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MappEN] as amended.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

The question is on agreeing to the sub-

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.
Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachuseits de-
[ mands a_division.

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 104, noes 136.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I demand tellers, Mr. Chairman,

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are demanded.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed Mr. Goop
and Mr. BucHANAN to act as tellers,

The: committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
136, noes 139,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which I
ask the Clerk to report.

Mr. MADDEN. I move, Mr. Chairman, an amendment to
strike out the * $6,000,000 " and make it *“ §9,000,000."

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman
from Ohio. The gentleman from Ohio offers an amendment,
which the Clerk will report. ; .

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. FEss ; After the word * this" strike out
the words “ or any other.”

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, in the seventh line from the
bottom

Mr. BANKHEAD. . Mr. Chairman, I want to offer a substi-
tute for the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has recognized the gentleman
from Ohio. ¥

Mr. BANKHEAD. I would like to have the gentleman from
Ohio yield in order to have it read. There is no conflict be-

tween us. I think the amendment would be accepted by the
committee. ’

Mr. FESS. 1 yield for the reading of the gentleman's
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BANKHEAD : After the word * this " in the
proviso, strike out the words “ or any other,” add a comma and the
additional words “and the act approved July —, 1919, amending sec-
tion 2 of the act of June 27, 1918."

Mr. FESS. Myr. Chairman, the proviso or the explanatory
phrase or clause given by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr,
BaxnkuaEAp] just identifies the law that we want to preserve,
and I would have no objection to accepting that explantory
statement in connection with the amendment.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. GOOD. I would like to know just what is in the mind
of the gentleman in regard to the effect this provision will have
that will be eured by the amendment, whichever one is adopted.

Mr. FESS. I will state to the chairman and to the members
of the committee that the Smith-Hughes vocational bill, ap-
proved June 27, 1918, carries an annual appropriation, when it
is at its maximum, of $7,000,000, to be administered by the
Federal Government, in connection with a similar amount to
be supplied by the various States; and in order to administer
this amount the Vocational Board has divided the United States
into 15 vocational districts, over each of which there is a
director, and these 15 directors have a salary now fixed at
$3,500 each; and the limitation in the bill we are now acting
upon is limited to the rehabilitation of the soldiers, while this
goes on to this act and will embarrass 15 regional directors, 2
assistants to the board, and in all 22 members that I do not.
believe the committee wanted to touch at all,

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield further?

Mr, FESS. I yleld.

Mr. GOOD. The amendment as it is drawn, I understand,
will make this provision in the appropriation of $6,000,000
carried in the bill amending section 2 amenable to the limita-
tion?

Mr. FESS. Tt will.

Mr. GOOD. I have no objection to the amendment of the
gentleman.

Mr. FESS. I am very much obliged.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the amemi-
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess]. |

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, would not my substitute
be voted on first?

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman’s substitute be voted upon instead of the amendment
that I offered.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
be voted on instead of the original.

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it.

Mr, LEVER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

the substitute will
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The CHAIRMAN. Let the amendment be read first.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BANKHEAD: After the word this”
strike out the words * or any other,” and after the word * act” insert
the words * or the act approved July —, 1919, amending section 2 of
the act approved June 27, 1918, so that as amended the lan%ut‘aﬁe_
will read * Provided, That no person (except the members of e
Federal Board for Vocational Eduecation) shall be paid by said board
out of the appropriation contained in this act or the act ;,Ppmved
July —, 1919, amending section 2 of the act approved June 27, 1918,
at n rate of compensation exceeding $2,5600 per annum,” etc.

Mr. GOOD. There is no objection to that.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. I am
somewhat confused on that. I want to ask the gentleman
fromy Alabama whether he is sure that the wording of his
explanatory clause will extend to the Smith-Hughes bill?

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think it specifically excludes the opera-
tion of this proviso from any effect on the original Smith-
Hughes Act, and limits this restriction of salary to the act
which we are now passing and the act amending section 2.

Mr. FESS. We do not want this limitation to extend to the
Smith-Hughes Act.

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is what T am seeking to exclude by
my substitute.

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. LEVER. Is the vote being taken on the nmendment of
the gentleman from Alabama as a substitfute or as an amend-
ment? I understood that the gentleman offered it as a sub-
stitute.

The CHAIRMAN, As a substitute. Those in favor of the
amendment as now presented will signify it by saying aye.

The substitute was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to
offer an amendment? .

Mr. GOOD. Yes. I think in view of that amendment it is
not necessary, unless I have misunderstood the force of the
- amendment, to retain the words which are in parentheses—

(Except the members of the Federal Board for Voeational Education.)

Mr. BANKHEAD. I agree with the gentleman on that.

Mr. GOOD. 1 move to strike out the words included in the
parentheses—

(Except the members of the Federal Board for Voecational Education.)

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Iowa.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Goop: After the word “ persons” in the
proviso strike out the words in the parentheses—* (except the members
of the Federal Board for Vocational Eduecation).”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MADDEN. I move to amend the figures “ $6,000,000 " by
striking them out and inserting in lieu thereof * $9,000,000.”

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of-
fered by the dentleman from Illinois.

The Clerk read as follows: ]

Amendment offered by Mr. Mappex : Strike out * $6,000,000 " and in-
gert in lien thereof * $9,000,000.”

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the
noes appeared to have it.

Mr. MADDEN. I ask for a division.

Mr. KINCHELOE. I want recognition for the purpose of
offering a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from
Illinois. =

The CHAIRMAN. Was the gentleman on his feet asking
recognition?

Mr. KINCHELOE.

The CHAIRMAN,
ment.

Mr. KINCHELOE. I move to amend by striking out the word
“nine” and inserting in lieu thereof the word * ten.”

Mr. MADDEN, T accept that amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute offered by the gentleman
from Kentucky will be reported by the Clerk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. KixcueLor offers n substitute for the amendment offered by Mr,
Mappes by striking out * $9,000,000" and inserting in lieu thereof
* $10,000,000.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute.

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr.
KrncHELOE) there were—ayes 116, noes 154.

Mr. KINCHELOE. I ask for tellers, Mr, Chairman.

Tellers were ordered ; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Goop
and Mr. KINCHELOE.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
123, noes 148.

Accordingly the substitute was rejected.

I was.
The gentleman will send up his amend-

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs now on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAbpbEN] to
strike out * $6,000,000 " and insert * $9,000,000.”

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr.
MappEN) there were—ayes 126, noes 151.

Accordingly the amendment was rejected.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out * $6,000,-
000 " and insert “ §7,500,000."

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Illinois.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. MappeEX: Strike cut * $6,000,000" and
insert ** §7,600,000.” .

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
MAppeN) there were 104 ayes and 159 noes. -

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out “ $6,000,-
000 " and insert “ $6,500,000,”

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that
the gentleman’s motion is dilatory. He has offered amendments
in several amounts and they have all been voted down.

Mr. MADDEN. I do not think the Chair will undertake to
sustain any such point of order as that. ;

Mr. WALSH. The Chair will rule on it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.
Are there any other amendments to be offered?

Mr. SABATH. Upon what ground does the Chair sustain the
point of order?

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the ground that it is dilatory. The
amount that the gentleman has moved to insert is between the
two amounts voted down.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully appeal from
the decision of the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois appeals from
the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?

The guestion was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
MappeEN) there were 163 ayes and 83 noes.

So the decision of the Chair was sustained.

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill.

During the reading the following occurred :

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is possible
for the Clerk to read a page of this bill in less than six seconds.
I expect the bill to be read.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading in
order.

Subsequently :

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I object to the Clerk turning
over four or five pages of manuscript while he reads one. I
have been watching.

The CHATRMAN,

Subsequently :

Mr, MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I insist on the pages being
read that were turned over. I protest. I want it distinctly
understood that as a Member of this House I have rights here.
I do not propose to let the Chair sit complacently by and permit
that thing to be done.

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will call attention to any
particular part of the bill that has not been read, the Chair will
see that it is read.

Mr. MADDEN. I do not propose to allow the Chairman to
permit the Clerk to turn over five or six pages of manusecript
without reading. -

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading
in order.

The Clerk read as follows: :

To enable the Becretary of Labor, pursuant to section 1 of the act
approved March 4, 1913, entitled “An act to create a De{)artmcnt of
Labor,” to continue to foster, promote, to develop the welfare of the
wage earners of the United States, to improve their working conditions,
to advance their opportunities for profitable employment by maintaining
a national sfstem of employment offices in the several States and
political subdivisions thereof, and to coordinate the imbllc employment
offices throughout the country by furnishing and publishing information
as to opportunities for employment, and by maintaining a system for
clearing labor between the several SBtates, including personal services in
the District of Columbia and elsewhere, and for their actual necessary
travellng expenses while absent from their official station, together with
their per diem in lien of gubsistence, when allowed, pursuant to section
13 of the sundry civil appropriation act, approved August 1, 1914, sup-

lies and eggigsnent, telegraph and telephone service, and printing and
inding, $400,000.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
against this section for the reason that it is new legislation on
an appropriation bill and that there is no legislation passed by
this Congress authorizing such an appropriation. I call atten-
tion of the Chair to the fact that every Chairman during this
Congress has sustained this poeint of order,

The Clerk will proceed in order.
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Mr, GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the
gentleman’s point of order comes too late. No points of order
have been reserved on the bill

Mr. BLANTON Mr. Chairman, I insist that it is not too late.
I understand it is the usual custom for some chairman of a
committee, or some gentleman, when a bill is reported, to reserve
all points of order. I am reliably informed, by an authority
that I consider good from a parliamentary standpoint, that it is
not necessary and that there is no purpose or reason whatever for
reserving points of order, because any Member of the House has
the right and privilege to make a point of order upon the conclu-
sion of the reading of any paragraph in the bill. I submit that
that is parliamentary law.

I call attention further to the fact that the bill was brought
in here under a rule of the committee. It is not printed, and not

a Member of the House has an opportunity to know what it con-.

tains. If a Member calls for a copy of it, it is impossible to get
one. I submit that the point of order should be sustained.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that unless there is a
reservation under circumstances of this kind a point of order
can not be entertained to a part or a section of the bill. * It
seems to the Chair clear that points of order must be reserved,
else it is the duty of the committee to report the bill as it is.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk concluded the reading of the hill.

Mr. GOOD. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise and report the bill with the amendments, with the
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the
bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Towxgr, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 7343, the
sundry civil appropriation bill, and had directed him to report
the same back to the House with sundry amendments, with the
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the
bill as amended do pass.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the
bill and amendments to final passage.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the previous question is con-
sldered ordered. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend-
ment? If not, the amendments will be put en grosse. The
question is on agreeing to the amendments.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill

Mr. MADDEN. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MADDEN. At what stage of the proceedings will it be in
order to move to recommit the bill?

The SPEAKER. After the third reading. The question is
on the engrossment and third reading of the bill

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time,
and was read the third time.

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. BUCHANAN, and Mr. MADDEN rose.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I am against the bill, and I
desire to make a motion to recommit the bill.

The SPHEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Bu-
CHANAN], a member of the committee, is recognized.

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BLANTON. Has not a Member of the House who is
against the bill the privilege first of offering a motion to
recommit?

The SPEAKER. Certainly. The gentleman need not make
that inquiry. Does the gentleman from Texas desire to offer a
motion to recommit?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr, BUCHANAN. Any bill that fails to provide for the dis-
abled soldiers of this country—that does not do it adequately—I
am opposed to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not answer the ques-
tion. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am opposéd to the bill,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized.

Mr. BUCHANAN., Mr. Speaker, I offer the following motion
to recommit, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Motion to recommit offered by Mr. BucHAxAX : “I move to recommit
the bill to the Committee on Appropriations, with instructions to imme-
diately report the same back to the House with the fellowing amend-
ment to the paragraph proviﬂing for vocatio ilitation :

nal rehab. n i
** First, strike out the figures * $6,000,000 ' and insert in lieu thereof
the figeres * $12,000,000, and by adding at the end of the paragraph

i:l?n;ealguely :éttgr ifhe]]w:rdr' mg‘t; the tnl]m?ngé to wit : That not more
n T n
shall be Used for the payment of salariear 7 OPEress on this subject

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, on that T demand the previ-
ous question.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment
to the motion to recommit made by the gentleman from Texas,

The SPEAKER. If the previous guestion is voted down an
amendment will be in order; otherwise not. The question is
on ordering the vrevious question on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Crisp) there were—ayes 103, noes 131.

Mr, CALDWELL. Mr, Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands
the yeas and pays. Those in favor of ordering the yeas and
nays will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.]
Twenty-two Members have risen, not a sufficient number, and
the yeas and nays are refused.

So the previous question was rejected.

Mr. GOOD rose,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendmient,

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. Goon].

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I offer as a substitute for the mo-
tion to recommit, that the figures “$12,000,000” be stricken
out and the figures * §$6,500,000” be inserted in lieu thereof,
and on that I demand the previous question,

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move—— ;

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has moved the
previous question on his amendment,

5 ]}}Ir. MADDEN. He can not make both motions at once, can

a? X

The SPEAKE™. He can not. He makes first one and then
the other. The question is on ordering the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MADDEN. Is an amendment to the substitute now in
order? :
The SPEAKER. Not after the previous question is ordered.

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Iowa to the motion to recommit offered by the gentleman
from Texas. )

Mr, CRISP. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
cousent that the Good amendment may be again reported.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Crark]
asks unanimous consent that the Good amendment be again re-
ported. TIs there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none,

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, it is a substitute instead of an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Goop moves as a sunbstitute to the motion offered b
BucHaxax to strike out “$12,000,000” and insert in leun
“$6,600,000.”

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, the substitute I offered was to
strike out $6,000,000 and put in $6,500,000. [Cries of “ Regular

order! "]
Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry?

Mr.
ereol

Mr. GOOD.

Alr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, what are we voting on?

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Illinois rise?

Mr, CANNON. I want to find out what we are voting on.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just asked the Clerk to re-
port the amendment. Without objection, the Clerk will again
report the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa,
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no-objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

mm—. 1fioon offers £s a substitute to the motion to recommit by strik-

g out——

Mr. GOOD sent the written amendment to the Clerk's desk.
[Cries of “No!"]

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendment of
the gentleman from Iowa be reduced to writing.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will see that the House has fair
play. The House will be in order and gentlemen will be seated.
The Clerk will report the amendment originally offered by the
gentleman from Iowa. [Applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Goop moves as a substitute to the motion to recommit to strike
out *$12,000,000" and insert in lien thereof “ $6,500,000."

[Applause,]
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Mr. GOOD. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. [Cries of
“ Regular order!”] ; X

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GOOD. The substitute I offered was reduced to writing
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALsH] at my
request. I read it from the table instead of sending it to the
desk, and if any mention was made—— [Cries of * Regular
order!"]

Mr. GOOD. If any mention was made of $12,000,000 it was
an inadvertence, [Cries of “ Yes!"]

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman said $6,000,000.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, a further parliamentary inquiry.
Could I withdraw——

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I object to a withdrawal of it

The SPEAKER. In the committee a Member has not a right
to change his amendment, but in the House a gentleman has——

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CRISP. I grant a man has a right to withdraw his
amendment or motion in the House before the House has taken
action on it, but here the previous question has been ordered
and it cuts off any other amendment or right to withdraw the
amendment, Here is a motion made to recommit. I know the
Speaker is fair, I know the Speaker wants to do right. Now,
this is n simple matter, If the gentleman from Iowa got him-
self in a hole it is not the province of the Speaker to pull him
out. ' [Applause.] The gentleman from Texas offered a motion
to recommit, which was clearly in order under the rules of the
House, That motion provided that the committee should re-
port the bill back instanter appropriating $12,000,000 for the
rehabilitation of indigent soldiers, and the gentleman from
Jowa offered a substitute—and the Speaker knows a substitute
is nothing in the world but an amendment—now, the gentleman
from Iowa offers an amendment which is denominated a sub-
stitute providing for striking out $12,000,000 and inserting
$6,500,000. He could not strike out $6,000,000 because it was
not in the motion ; $12,000,000 was in it. It provides for striking
out that and puts in $6,500,000, and on that he demanded the
previous question. The House has ordered the previous ques-
tion. The yeas and nays have been ordered on the amendment
of the gentleman to strike out $12,000,000 and insert $6,500,000,
and the Speaker had directed the calling of the roll. And cer-
tainly under those conditions the gentleman can not now with-
draw his amendment. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

AMr, GOOD, Mr., Speaker, I desire to make a statement,
The pentleman from Texas [Mr. BucHANAN] had offered an
amendnient to strike out “$6,000,000” in the bill and insert
*$12,000,000.” I have offered a substitute to strike out “ $6,-
000,000 and insert “ $6,500,000.” [Cries of “No, no!"] M,
Speaker, I want to be fair with the House. What I said in
offering the substitute was to strike out * $12,000,000 " and cor-
rected myself by saying * $6,000,000.” And the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. Lirtre] and others who were standing near
me here heard perfectly what I said and will verify this state-
ment. I had the substitute as prepared by Mr. WarLsa lying
on my desk while I was reading from it, and that will speak
for itself.

Mr, KREIDER.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. KREIDER. To make a parliamentary inquiry. Is it
in order to offer a substitute to strike figures out of a bill
that are not contained in it? If there is * 6,000,000 " in the
bill, the gentleman can not offer a substitute to strike out
$812,000,000.”

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he must be bound by the
record as reporfed by the Clerk, and if the amendment which
is before the House is the amendment as reported by the
Clerk

Mr, GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, if the Clerk reported
what the gentleman did not say

The SPEAKER. The gentleman sent it to the Clerk’s desk.

Mr. BLANTON. Regular order, Mr., Speaker.

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. NOLAN. A parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is mistaken. The Chair under-
stood that the Clerk reported what was sent up to the desk.

- Mr. CRISP. May I respectfully ask the Speaker to have the
Reporter read his notes?

The SPEAKER., The Chair will be glad to have the Reporter
read his notes.

Mr, GARNER. That is all right.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by
which the previous question was ordered.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

Mr. Speaker

The SPEAKER. What is the point of order?
Mr. CALDWELL. The point of order I make is that it is

‘too late to reconsider, because a roll call has already been

ordered on the motion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken.

Mr. CALDWELL. The yea-and-nay vote has been ordered.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in order to move to
reconsider.

Mr. NOLAN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California will state
his parliamentary inguiry.

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, my parliamentary inquiry is
this: Is the substitute for a motion to recommit in order unless
it is reduced to writing?

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized it. The Chair, with
thedpermission of the House, will have the Reporter’s notes
read.

Mr. NOLAN. Will the Chair answer my parliamentary in-
quiry? Does not the rule require that the motion to recommit
must be reduced to writing?

Mr. CRISP. I never heard of that rule.
man would cite me to it.

The SPEAKER. The House will please preserve order.
The Chair recognizes the excitement and the lateness of the
hour, but the Chair also recognizes that all men on both sides
want exact justice to be done.

The Chair will follow the suggestion of the gentleman fromw
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and have the Reporter’s notes read, and
as he stated before, will abide by them. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Goop. Mr, Bpeaker, I offer as a substitute for the motion te
recommit that the figures “ $12,000,000" be stricken out and the
figures * $6,500,000" Dbe inserted in llen thereof, and on that 1
demand the previous question,

[Applause on the Democratic side.]

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Iowa to reconsider the motion by which the
previous question was ordered.

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. FESS. This was offered as a substitute. Must not the
substitute go to the part that is originally recommitted and
can not as a substitute amend the recommitment?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think so.

Mr. GARNER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. We will never
get through here without the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Iowa to reconsider the vote whereby the yeas
and nays were ordered. .

Mr, WINGO. The yeas and nays have been ordered.
too late., It is too late to reconsider.

Mr. GARNER. The yeas and nays have been ordered.

The SPEAKER, The Chair had forgotten that. The ques-
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa to recon-
sider the vote.

Mr. WINGO. No. The yeas and nays have been ordered.
It is too late for the vote to be reconsidered. The yeas and
nays were asked for and sustained.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, you can move to reconsider.

Mr. WINGO. The yeas and nays have been ordered, and the
roll call was ordered. It is too late.

Mr. BAER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. Make those men
sit down over there. Get the Sergeant at Arms out.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, may we have order on the
Democratic side? [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER, The House will be in order.
is—

Mr. GOOD. Mpr, Speaker, I move to reconsider the action by
which the yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. LEVER. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker

Mr. CRISP. I would like to make this point of order, to
find out if the gentleman voted, ordering the yeas and nays on
the previous question.

Mr. GOOD. I did.

Mr. CRISP. I make the point of order that unless he voted
with the prevailing side he can not make the motion to recon-
sider.

Mr. GOOD. I remember that I was one of the persons who
stood up on this side asking for the yeas and nays.

Mr. CALDWELL, Mr. Speaker, I have been trying to get
recognition for some time.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. CALDWELL. I rise to a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

I wish the gentle

It is

The question
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Mr. CALDWELL. It is this, Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. There is already a point of order pending.
You can not make another while that is pending.

Mr, CALDWELL. What is the pending point of order?

The SPEAKER. The point of order pending is the point of
order made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crise] that the
motion to reconsider must have been made by a perssm who
voted on the prevailing side.

Mr. CALDWELL. The point of order I make is that the mo-
tion of the gentleman is out of order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, it is suggested by some Members
that the ecalling of the roll had begun, and that one or two Mem-
bers’ names had been called.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not correct. The
question is on the motion to reconsider the vote whereby the
yeas and nays were ordered. : .

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A division, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER., A division is demanded.

The House proceeded to divide.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the indulgence of the
Chair a moment to make a parliamentary inquiry?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. CRISP. This has been presented to me—the guestion
was just submitted. I am frank to say I do not know about it,
but I am going to submit it to the Speaker: What the House
is now dividing on is whether you will reconsider ordering the
veas and nays. This idea has been presented to me, and it is
true, that the Constitution fixes how you get the yeas and
nays, it providing that one-fifth of those present under the
Constitution may demand the yeas and nays; and if you have
a majority of the House to decide that you will not have the
yeas and nays, you are violating plainly that provision of the
Constitution which requires one-fifth to order the yeas and
nays.

Now, I know that the Chair wants to do right, and I want to
present that thought to the Chair; and on reflection it does not
look to me as though we had the right to take this vote, because
in that way a majority of the House can absolutely frustrate
the Constitution of the United States. [Applause.]

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The majority can not deprive
the one-fifth of their constitutional right.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is disposed to think that the
House has a right to reconsider the motion for the yeas and
nays, but if it does so of course immediately the motion is
pending, and one-fifth of the House could order the yeas and
nays again, so that it seems to the Chair that the question
is one of propriety and of usefulness rather than of parlia-
mentary law. The Chair thinks that the motion to reconsider
is in order.

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.
Mr. PHELAN, If that is correct, suppose the House orders

the yeas and nays by one-fifth of the Members standing, and
suppose a majority reconsider that. Then suppose, as. sug-
gested by the Chair, that the one-fifth again order the yeas
and nays. Then suppose again by a majority vote the House
reconsiders that motion. Can the Chair tell me what the end
of the whole proposition would be?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the second motion to
reconsider would be a dilatory motion. But the Chair does
not see why it is not now in order to reconsider the vote by
which the yeas and nays were ordered. It might happen
that on reflection the whole House might want to do away
with the ordering of the yeas and nays and ought to have an
opportunity to do it.

Mr. PHELAN. A parliamentary inquiry. Suppose the House
now reconsiders the ordering of the yeas and nays. Will any-
thing be permitted to intervene before somebody has the right
again to ask for the yeas and nays in the same manner?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not.

Mr., PHELAN. Then the first thing in order after reconsid-
eration will %e another demand for the yeas and nays. Is that
correct?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so.

Mr. PHELAN. The first thing in order is the right of some-
body to ask for a roll call?

The SPEAKER., The gentleman must not take the time of
the House by repeating a question which has already been
answered.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, GARNER. Suppose the House reconsiders the vote by
which the yeas and nays were ordered. That question is recon-
sidered. Then does the question come back whether the House
will reconsider the motion by which the previous question has
been ordered?

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair has already stated that the
Chair thinks that immediately the question would recur on
ordering the yeas and nays, which, under the Constitution, can
be ordered by one-fifth.

Mr. GARNER. All right. We have more than one-fifth, and
that is enough.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CALDWELL. On a request for the yeas and nays one-
fifth of those present rising are enough to order the yeas
and nays. On the motion to reconsider if more than one-
fifth rise in opposition to reconsidering, is not the motion to
reconsider lost?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks these parlinmentary ques-
tions will be answered by the action of the House. .

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Do I
understand the Speaker to say that if the Honse decides to
reconsider the motion by which the yeas and nays were or-
dered it will not then immediately be in order for a Member to
move to reconsider the vote by which the jrevious question was
ordered?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, if one-fifth of the
House should then demand the yeas and nays.

Mr. GOOD. Then I draw the motion to reconsider.

- The SPEAKER. out objection, the wmotion is with-
rawn.

5 l“IinAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary
ng 2

Mr. BAER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. BLANTON. The regular order, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is that the Ifouse shall

be In order. Business will be suspended until the House is in
order.
r ADJOURNMENT.
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the
House do now adjourn.

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the
ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. CRISP. The yeas and nays, Mr, Speaker.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 198, nays 160,
answered “present”™ 1, not voting 71, as follows:

YHAS—198,

Ackerman Ellsworth Kelly, Pa. Nolan
Anderson Elston Kennedy, R, I Ogden
Andrews, Md Esch Kinkaid OTne
Andrews, Nebr. Evans, Nebr, Kleczka Pai.
Bacharach Fess Knutson Parker
Baer Focht Kraus Platt
Barbour Fordney Krelder Radeliffe
Beg Foster Guardia msey
Benham Frear Lampert Ramseyer
Boles ch Langley Randall, Wis.
Bowers Fuller, Mass. ton Reavis
Brooks, I11 Garland 1bach Reber
Brooks, Pa. Glynn Little Reed, N. Y.
Brownfng Good Luce Rhodes
Burdick Goodykoonts Lufkin Ricketts
Burke Goulg Luhring Riddick
Burroughs Graham, Pa. M och Robslon, Ky.
Butler Graham, 111, McKenzie Rodenberg
Campbell, Eans. Green, Iowa MeKinley Rogers
Cannon Greene, Mass. McLaughlin, Mich.Rose
Chindblom Hadley MeLaughlin, Nebr.Rowe
Christopherson  Hamilton MePherson Sanders, Ind.
Classon Hardy, Colo. MaeCrate Sanders, N. Y.
Cole Haskell MacG Sanford
Cooper Han, Madden Schall
Crago Hawley Magee Seott
Cramton Hays Mapes Sells
Crowther Hernandez Merritt Shreve
Currie, Mich. Hersey Michener Slegel
Curry, Calif. Hickey iller Sinnott
Dale Hill Mendell Smith, Idaho
Dallinger Hoch Moore, Ohio Smith, I1L.
Darrow Houghton Moore, Pa. Smith, Mich,
Davis, Minn. Hull, Towa Moores, Ind. fnell
Dempsey Husted Mer Snyder -
Denison Hutchinson Morin Steenerson
Dickinson, ITowa Ireland ott Btephens, Ohlo
Dowell James Mudd 8 g, Kans,
Dunbar Jefferis Murphy Strong, Pa.
Dunn Johnson, 8, Dak. Nelson, Wis. Summers, Wash,
Dyer Juul Newton, Minn. ~ Sweet v

monds Kearns Newton, Mo. Taylor, Tenn.
Elliott Kelley, Mich, Nichols, Mich. Temple
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Thompson, Okio  Vaile Ward
Tilson Vare Wason
Timberlake Vestal Watson, Pa.
Tincher Voigt Webster
Tinkham Volstead Wheeler
Towner Walsh White, Kans.
Treadway Walters White, Me,
NAYS—160.
Alexander Dickinson, Mo, Larsen
Almopn Dominick Lazaro
Aswell Donovan Lea, Calif.
Ayres Dooling Lesher
Bankhead Doremus Lever
Barkley Doughton Lonergan
Bee Drane McAn
Bell pré McDuffie
Benson Eagan MeGlennon
Black Ferris MeKeown
Blackmon Fields McKiniry
Bland, Mo, Fisher McLane
Bland, Va. Fitzgerald Maher
Blanton Gallagher Major
Booher Gallivan Mansfield
Box Gandy Martin
Brand Ganly Mays
Briggs Gard Mead
Brinson Garner Minahan, N. J.
Buchanan Garrett Mentague
Byrnes, 8. C. Godwin, N. C. Moon
Byrns, Tenn Goodwin, Ark. Mooney
Caldwell Hardy, Tex. Nelsomn, Mo.
Campbell, Pa. Harrison Nicholls, 8. C.
Candler Hastings 0'Connell
Cantrill Hayden Oldfield
Carew Hersman Oliver
Holland Olney
Casey Hudspeth Padgett
‘ase u
Clarg, Mo. Humphreys Park
Cleary gg'oe Parrish
Coady acowny Pell
Collier Johnson, Ky. Phelan
Connally Johnson, Miss. in
Crisp Johnston, N. Y. e
Cullen Jones, Tex. Rainey, J. W.
Davey Kincheloe Raker
Davis, Tenn, Lanham Rayburn
Dent Lankford Riordan
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—I1.
Dewalt
NOT VOTING—T1.
Anthony Freeman Ketfner
Ashbrook Fuller, I1L Kiess
bka Goldfogle Kinél
Bland, Ind Goo Kitechin
Britten Greene, VL. Lee, Ga.
Browne riest Linthicom
Brumbaugh Griffin Longworth
Caraway Hamill McArthur
Clark, Fla. Heflin MeClintic
Copleer Hicks McFadden
Costello Huddleston Mann
Eagle Lnlin.&s
Echols Hull, Tenn. Monahan, Wis,
Emerson Johnson, Wash. Moore, Va.
Evans, Mont. Jones, Pa, eely
Evans, Nev. O'Connor
Fairfield Kendall ]
Flood Kennedy, Towa  Porter

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to.
The following pairs were announced :
Until further notice:

Mr. Kixe with Mr. NEELY.
Mr. GrEEsE of Vermont with Mr. Henry T. RAINEY.
Mr. Furrer of Illinois with Mr. Sanpers of Louisiana.
*Mr. Earerson with Mr. Ranparn of California.

Mr. CostErLo with Mr. ScurLLy.

Mr. Hicks with Mr. O'CoxxNoR.

Mr. Hurixes with Mr. Moore of Virginia.

Mr. BriTTeEs with Mr. Warsox of Virginia.

Mr. Brasp of Indiana with Mr. SULLIVAN.
Mr. Wirson of Illinois with Mr. CARAWAY.

Mr. STINEss with Mr. EAcie.

Mr. Scemre with Mr. Evans of Montana.
Mr. Reep of West Virginia with Mr., GoLprocrLE.

Mr. PorTER with Mr. Froop.

Mr. PETERS with Mr. GRIFFIN.
Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. BABKA.

Mr. Masox with Mr, HEFLIN.

Mr. McFappEs with Mr. KETTNER.
Mr. McArreUR with Mr. HUDDLESTON.
Mr. Kpiss with Mr. LINTHICUM.

Mr. Browxse with Mr, StepEENs of Mississippl
Mr. LoxeworTH with Mr. KrTtcHIN.

Mr. Woon of Indiana with Mr. ASHBROOK.
Mr., McFappex with Mr. GARRETT.

Mr. Maxyx with Mr., Hunn of Tennessee.

Mr. Joaxsox of Washington with Mr. Smus.

Mr. MoxauAN with Mr. BRUMBAUGH,

Williams
Winslew
Yates

Young, N. Dak.
Zihlman

Sinclair
Slemp
Stephens, Miss.
Stiness
Sullivan
Watson, Va.
Wilson, Il

nd.

Woodyard

Mr. AxTHONY with Mr. Pou,

Mr. PurNELL with Mr. McCriNTIC.

Mr. GrresT with Mr. DEwALT.

Mr. Kexparr with Mr. LEE of Georgia.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded,

Accordingly the House (at 7 o’clock and 23 minutes p. m.) ad=
journed until to-morrow, Wednesday, July 16, 1919, at 12 o’clock
noon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND .
RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 412) to ineor-
porate Near East Relief, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 119), which said bill and report
were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committée on Reform in the Civil
Service, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 3149) for the re-
tirement of employees in the elassified civil serviee, and for other
purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a
report (No. 120), which said bill and report were referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under elause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr, GOOD: A bill (H. R. 7343y making appropriations for
sundry ecivil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes; to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 7344) authorizing
the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Lewiston, Me.,
one German cannon or minnerwerfer, and also two 6-inch New-
ton trench mortar guns, or two 58.2 French trench mortar guns,
or two 2.40-millimeter French trench mortar guns; fo the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RAYBURN: A bill (H. R. 7345) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to the eity of Sherman, Tex., one can-
non or fieldpiece; to the Commitiee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7346) to pro-
vide for the erection of a publie building at Harlan, in the
State of Kentucky; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7347) to provide for the erection of a pub-
Ie puilding at Corbin, in the State of Kentucky; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BLACK : A bill (H. R. 7348) to amend the second para-
graph of section 10 of an aet approved Mareh 21, 1918, so that
said paragraph as amended will authorize and direct the Presi-
dent, acting by and through the Directer General of Rail-
roads, to grant redueced rates over railroads under Federal con-
trol, one and one-third fare for round ftrip, to passengers attend-
ing eonventions, meetings, or congresses of religious, charitable,
and other organizations or associations enumerated in said
paragraph as amended; to the Commiftee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. T349) for the relief of the
heirs of the Eastern Cherokee Indians; to the Commitiee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill. (H. R, 7350) fo amend an act entitled
“An act to authorize the establishment of a Bureau of War
Risk Insurance in the Treasury Department,” approved Septem-
ber 2, 1914, as amended by the act approved June 25, 1918; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: A bill (H. R. 7351) to provide
homes for soldiers, seamen, and marines, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 7352) to amend section 5202
of the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by
section 20, Title I, of the act approved April 5, 1918; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr, McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R, 7353) to
donate to Wahoo, Nebr., one or more obsolete (though not dis-
abled) or captured German cannon; to the Committee on Mili»
tary Affairs.

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7354) to give officers or en-
listed men who served during the emergency incident to the
war with Germany credif for such service in computing their
longevity pay; to the Committee on Military Affairs,
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By Mr. JONES of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7855) for the
purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building
at Bellefonte, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7356) for the purchase of a site and the
erection thereon of a public building at Clearfield, Pa.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. T357) to increase the cost of the publie
building at Dubois, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7358) authorizing
the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Allen, Mich.,
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 7359) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Tekonsha, Mich., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T360) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Galesburg, Mich., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.
~ Also, a bill (H. R, T361) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Union City, Mich., one German eannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H, R. 7404) to repeal section
T of the act of October 7, 1917, entitled “An act making appro-
priation to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, and for other purposes ”; to the
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

By Mr. GOOD : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 147) to ratify and
confirm, from and including July 1, 1919, obligations incurred
pursuant to the terms of certain appropriations for the fiscal
year 1920; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. FITZGERALD : Resolution (H. Res, 177) requesting
the United States Food Administration to make an investigation
into the present price of flour; to the Committee on Agriculture.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BOOHER : A bill (H. R. 7362) granting an increase of
pension to John Michel ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BROOKS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7363) grant-
ing a pension to James M, Danner ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BRAND: A bill (H. R. 7364) granting a pension to John
E. Harris; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BRUMBAUGH : A bill (H. R. 7365) granting a pen-
sion to Henry Humphries; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BURROUGHS : A bill (H. R, 7366) granting a pension
to Annie M. Kimball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, BURDICK : A bill (H. R. 7367) for the relief of Iver
Boreson; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 7368) for the relief of C. D.
Pautler; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DICKINSON of Towa: A bill (H. R. 7369) granting an
increase of pension to Conrad Baker; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. FISHER : A bill (H. R. 7370) for the relief of the legal
representative of Enoch Ensley, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 7871) granting a pension to
May Schwartz; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GANLY: A bill (H. R. 7372) granting a pension to
Herman Lazarus; to the Commitiee on Pensions,

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 7373) to authorize the
payment of $2,000 to the widow of the late Tranqguilino Luna;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HICKEY : A bill (H. R. 7374) granting a pension to
Amanda Burlett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7375) granting an increase of pension to
Thomas J. Brady ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MICHENER : A bill (H. R. 7376) granting an increase
of pension to Alfred Dobbins; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7377) granting a
pension to Margaret L. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7378) granting a pension to Hattie Lame-
roux; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MURPHY : A bill (H. R. 7379) granting an increase
of pension to James 8. Frizzell; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7380) granting a pension to Mary J. Moore;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RICKETTS : A bill (H. It. 7381) granting an increase
of pension to Mary Lyons; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. }

Also, a bill (H. R. 7382) granting an increase of pension to
James L. Martin ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RUBEY : A bill (H. It. 7383) granting an increase of
pension to James D. Smallwood; to the Committee on Invalid |
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7384) granting an increase of pension to
T. J. Rowlett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7385) granting a pension to Ellis B. Me-
Neeley ; to the (ommittee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T386) granting a pension to Mary J. Martin :
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. !, 7387) granting an increase of pension to
John H. Dunkleburg ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T388) granting an increase of pension to
George E. Cowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SELLS : A bill (H. R. 7389) granting a pension to Anna
O’Brien; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 7300) granting a pen-
sion fo Samuel Gilliland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 7391) for the relief of Frederick B. Shaw;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WHITE of Kansas: A bill (H. 1t. 7302) granting an
increase of pension to Samuel Lowery; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7393) granting an increase of pension to
Clement F. 8. Aimes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7394) granting an incrense of pension to
Samuel R. Worick ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7395) to correct the military record of
John Minster; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7396) granting
an increase of pension to Willinm Allen; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 7397) granting an inecrease of
giens!on to Rosanna Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons.

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 7398) granting an increase
of pension to John W. Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. VARE: A bill (H. R. 7399) granting a pension to
Mary Hart; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WELTY : A bill (H. R. 7400) granting a pension to
Cecil B. Jones and Pauline M. Jones; to the Commitree »a
Pensions.

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R, 7401) granting a pension to
John Degan; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HAYS: A bill (H. R. 7402) granting an increase of
pension to James McDaniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pen.
sions.

By Mr. ZIHLMAN : A bill (H. R. 7403) granting a pension to
Mrs, Ida B. Welker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were lald
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of 2,000 Americans
of Ukrainian descent, protesting the invasion of West Ukraine
by the Polish Army; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition to amend article 10 in league of nations; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BABKA: Petition of the industrial medicine and
surgery section of the American Medical Association, urging an
appropriation of $1,500,000 for investigation of causes, modes of
transmission, prevention, and cure of influenza, pnetimonia,
and other diseases, available to July 1, 1922; to the Committee
on Appropriations.

By Mr. BROOKS of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of
Adams County, Pa., for repeal of tax on soda, soft drinks, ice
cream, ete.; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. Burroughs: Telegrams from J. M. E. Badger; J. G.
MecMullen; W. H. Burns; H. M. Flinn; G. E. Burns; Anna M.
Driscoll ; H. O. Fanington, secretary Draftmen’s Uaion: . J.
Browne, president Federal Employees' Union; Fred N. Staten,
president Central Labor Union, all of Portsmouth, N. H,, in
opposition to the Good amendment to the Nolan bill ; to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

Also, petition of Merrimack Lodge, No. 5, International Order
of Good Templars, Manchester, N. H., by Bertha E. Magee, chief
templar, and Gertrude E. Holmes, secretary, advoecating the
prompt enactment at this session of Congress of laws providing
for the full enforcelnent of the eighteenth amendmeut to the
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United States Constitution, and also definitely defining “ intoxi-
cating liquors ™; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 76 residents and voters of Manchester, N. H,,
advocating the prompt enactment at this session of Congress of
laws providing for the full enforcement of the eighteenth amend-
ment to the United States Constitution, and also definitely
defining * intoxicating liguors”; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. CRAGO: Petition of officers of the One hundred and
tenth Infantry and the Tenth Pennsylvania Infantry, protesting
against the use of the name Twenty-eighth Division and the
insignia thereof by any Regular Army unit; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. FITZGERALD : Petition of employees of the Boston
Navy Yard, for 44-hour week standard and te grant the Satur-
day half holiday to its employees during the three summer
months; to the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of Pehr . Holmes, mayor of Worcester, Mass,,
relative to the claims of Italy; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

Alsa, petition of John Morton, chairman advisory committee,
requesting the State Department to furnish fo the United
States Senate and to be published for the American people
transcripts or copies of all conversations, conferences, negotia-
tions, notes, and other co » or intercourse to which
Great Britain and the United States have both beem parties;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition favoring a liberal ap-
propriation for the American Printing House for the Blind;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, petition of the Anti-Saloon League of America, favor-
ing effective legislation for the enforcement of war prohibition
and constitutional prohibition; to the Commiitee on the Judi-
ciary.

Also, petition of John Wood Post, No. 96, Department of
Tllinois, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the Fuller $50
pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of 60 citizens of Mazon, IlL, fauvoring repeal
of the tax on candy, ice cream, and soda-fountain foods and
drinks; to the Cemmittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition epposing centinuance of the United States Em-
ployment Service as a permanent branch of the Federal Govern-
ment ; to the Committee on Labor. ,

By Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippi: Petition of Castnera’s
Drug Co. and 20 citizens of Long Beach, Miss, protfesting
against tax on sodas and confectioneries; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Carr drug store and 19 citizens of Magee,
Miss., protesting against tax on soft drinks, confectioneries,
ete.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. )

By Mr. KNUTSON : Memorial of citizens of St. Clond, Sauk
Rapids, and Waite Park, Minn., for natiomal owmnership and
Government operation of all railroads in the United States
and its possessions; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. LINTHICUM : Petitions of Federal Employees’ Union
No. 124, Annapolis, Md., and Federal Employees' Union No. 21,
against the Good amendment to the Nolan minimum-wage bill;
to the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of Sylvester F. Carman and George A. O'Don-
nell, of Baltimore, Md., urging the passage of House bill 5418,
relating to the printers, pressmen, and bookbinders; to the Com-
mittee on Printing.

Also, petition of G. A. Ogg, of Baltimore, Md., for legislation
to enforce the constitutional amendment; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Paul F. Dune and other citizens of Baltimore,
Md., against the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. MACGREGOR: Petition of Foster AMillburn Co., of
Buffalo, N. Y., for legislation to permit alcohol absolutely neces-
sary for medicines, toilet articles, and other bona fide prepara-
tions; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Mrs. Roselinda Lester and Mrs. Lena Kolf,
of, Buffalo, N. Y., urging the passage of the prohibition bill to
"define intoxiecating liquors as all sueh liguors containing more
'than one-half of 1 per cent alcohol; to the Commitiee on the
‘Judiciary.

Also, petition of National Association of State Banks, nrging
the abolition of office of Comptroller of the Currency; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. MAGEE : Petition of the Empire Lodge of Good Tem-
plars, of Syracuse, N. Y., in favor of the prohibition-enforee-
ment act; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MAHER : Petition of E. W. Davis and several hundred
other citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., for repeal of tax on sodas,
soft drinks, ice cream, etc. ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. McANDREWS: Papers to accompany House bill
73816, granting an extension on United States of America let-
ters patent No. 710997 ; to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. MONAHAN of Wisconsin: Resolution adopted at a
meeting of the directors of the Wisconsin Game Protective
Association, held in La Crosse, Wis., April 2, 1919, recommend-
ing appropriation for enforcement of migratory-bird law; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

Also, resolution adopted by the Common Council of the city
of Milwaukee, June 30, 1919, recommending that the wireless-
ship act be amended to include all seafaring vessels carrying
passengers and crews above a certain limit; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MOONEY : Petition of J. H. Dulesky and others, for
the repeal of the tax on sodas, ice cream, ete.; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of the City Council of Cleveland, Ohio, in the mat-
ter of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Petition of the Common
Council of Milwaukee, to amend the wireless-ship act; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr, O'CONNELL: Petition of Alfred Marling, Sam A.
Lewisohn, and Charles B. Staats, all of New York, against the
repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of James B. Gresham Post, No. 9,
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, of Los Angeles,
Calif., protesting the reducing, by the board of managers of the
national military homes, of the basic pay of all employees so
that they do not receive the $240 given to all Government em-
ployees as a bonus; fo the Cemmitiee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the California Red Wood Association, San
Francisco, Calif,, protesting against Senate bills 374 and 692;
to the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of the Milk Producers’ Association, of San Diego
County, indorsing Senator Capper’'s bill legalizing the organiza-
tion of farmers; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of J. M. Henderson, Sacramento, Calif., indors-
ing amendment to act of October 15, 1914, giving farmers the
right to organize; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the California Manufacturers' Association, in-
dorsing daylight saving ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the City Council of Los Angeles, Calif., in-
dorsing daylight saving; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Associated Milk Producers of San Fran-
cisco, Calif., asking support of amendment to act of October 15,
1914, introduced by Senator Capper; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. RANDALL of Wisconsin: Petition of Walter M. Burke,
Simon Gottlieb, James Bailey, and 52 other citizens of Kenosha,
Wis., requesting the repeal of section 904 of the revenue law; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. REBER: Petition of F. K. Barthe, of Tamaqua, Pa.,
carrying 99 signatures of residents of Schuylkill County, Pa.,
asking for repeal of the tax on candy, ice cream, sodas, and soft
drinks; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
~ Also, petition of Mrs. Joseph Schaeffer, of Frackville, Pa.,
carrying 85 signatures of residents of Schuylkill County, Pa..
asking for the repeal of the tax on eandy, ice cream, sodas, and
soft drinks; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Anthony Cernauitskas and John A. Ka-
sabes, of Tamaqua, Pa., asking the United States to demand
the withdrawal of Polish troops from Lithuanian territory and
to give to Lithuania a moral support in her war against Bol-
shevism; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ROUSE: Petition of 340 citizens of Kenton and Camp-
bell Counties, Ky., urging the repeal of tax on sodas, ice cream,
ete.; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SUMMERS of Washingten : Petition of Washington
State Pharmaceutical Association, protesting against pending
legislation seeking to reducg the alcoholic content of any medi-
cated liquid; to the. Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TINKHAM : Petition of employees of the Boston Navy
Yard, for legislation for the establishment of the 44-hour week
as the standard of employment for the employees of the United
States Navy Department; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. VARHE: Petition of the Merchant Tailors’ Exchange
of Philadelphia, asking that skilled laborers be given permission
to enter the country, and that no measure be passed which will
exclude them; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu-
ralization.
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